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From: 

Sent: 02 December 2008 1 5:40 
To: |S^E§^^^( (=D 

Subject: TRANSFER TO AIR COMMAND - UFO DESK 



Section 40 



In the event that I win the lottery over Christmas or walk under a bus, I thought It would be helpful if I 
gave you some details about the role of the UFO desk beyond the daily mechanics of the job, which are really 
quite simple. 

MoD Rol e and Position on UFQs and Extraterres trials 

The MoD position on UFOs, aliens and extra terrestrials is quite clear. We know of no evidence to confirm the 
existence of aliens, spaceships, extra terrestrials etc or if they have visited the earth. However, since the 
universe is a very large place and mankind has only explored a very small corner of it, we cannot rule out the 
existence of intelligent life on other planets. We therefore remain open minded on the topic. In the absence of 
proof either way, this position seems a perfectly sensible one. However, as you can probably guess, the 
above position does not make very interesting headlines nor, I suspect, would it sell many books. 

UFO Reports 

Sightings of UFO reports come via three sources. The first, and by far the most popular is via the UFO Hotline 
where people can leave details of what they have seen. These details are then recorded - currently on 
spreadsheet by my clerk, but when I move to Air Command, I will be using an Access database. If the person 
leaving the report gives a name and address, we will write back to them, thanking them for the information 
and explaining the limits of the MoD role in UFO matters. A copy of this letter with a table containing the 
relevant sighting details is then filed. The second is written reports from the public, sometimes via their 
nearest military establishment which are dealt with in the same manner. The third source is from other official 
bodies such as the CAA or the police. 

People often see things in the sky that they cannot explain. Sometimes, as concerned citizens, they report 
them to us since they believe we will be able to identify what they have seen. Although the UFO desk is the 
focal point for UFO matters within the MoD (and by extension the whole government) it is not our role to 
attempt to explain every report we receive and nor are we resourced to do so. 

That having been said, from time to time, we may receive a report from aircrew, air traffic control or the police 
that, in our judgement, may deserve a closer look since they are either trained observers or are sufficiently 
well versed in aviation matters for their reports to carry more weight and detail than usual. Additionally, a 
sighting by a great many people (particularly if they are in different locations) may also be worth a look. There 
are no set criteria or regulations stating under what circumstances we should take a closer look at a report. It 
is a matter of common sense and judgement. If it is not defence related, it is not our job to get involved. 

At the end of the year, a spreadsheet containing details such as date, location and description of any 
sightings received is placed on the MoD website for the public to view. 

UFO in vestigations 

On the very rare occasions we do take a closer look at a sighting report (less than half a dozen a year) our 
investigation is likely to entail asking whether anything was seen by either military radar or ATC. We usually 
do this through CT&UK Ops or, depending on circumstances, a colleague in DAS may suggest a suitable 
branch to contact. The term "investigation" tends to suggest to the public that there are Top Secret teams of 
specialist scientists scurrying around the country in a real life version of the X-Files. I am sure it will come as 
no surprise to you that this is total fiction. It is not unusual to get requests for our 'tile" on a specific incident. 
We do not keep separate files on each incident {with the exception of a handful from the early 1990s) and in 
any case, the documentation is likely to be limited to a few e-mails. 

UFO Corresponden ce 

The majority of correspondence on UFOs is composed of requests for information about various sightings or 
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^ferthe MoD documents about a particular UFO incident (rumours abound of crashed UFOs, Top Secret bases 
or alien remains). Not surprisingly, the majority are now logged as FOI requests and dealt with accordingly. 
TOs and MCs are not very frequent but do turn up from time to time. A PQ is an extremely rare beast. I do not 
recall answering any in the past two years. 

FOI Requests 

I expect to receive at least 100 FOI requests a year on the subject of UFOs. By taking the decision to place 
details of sightings on the website and later by proactively placing the UFO files in The National Archives, we 
have been able to reduce the time spent answering requests since much of the information is already in the 
public domain and people can simply be directed there. 

UFO Files 

In late 2007 Ministerial approval was given for DAS and DIS to place their closed UFO files in The National 
Archives. The files are prepared for release in accordance with the principles of the FOI Act. The UFO Desk 
has transferred some 24 DAS files to date and on only one occasion (a misfiled document) has it been 
necessary to use a redaction other than s.40. The files are released in roughly chronological order, which is 
administratively easier and allows the "story" of the MoD's involvement with UFOs to be rolled out in a logical 
sequence. There are some 60 plus files due for transfer to The National Archives in 2009 and another 70 plus 
in 2010. As the files are rolled out, the public is getting a better feel for what our interest in UFOs actually is, 
rather relying on more lurid claims, but this does not, and probably never will, stop rumours of secret 
research, mysterious organisations or, I was delighted to see, that the files we are releasing are not the "real" 
files. 

Redaction of these files is a very time consuming task, but it is made considerably simpler (and tidier) by the 
use of redaction software. It is my role to redact files myself, and also to act as quality control on for files 
redacted by my staff or indeed DIS. Once I am satisfied the files are in a fit state and have been reacted 
appropriately, I then pass them to Info CMem for double checking and for them to take on the task of formally 
transferring the files. As stated above, the transfer of the UFO files to The National Archives is already making 
the task of answering FOI requests much easier. 

Ufology and Ufologists 

Ufology is a widely accepted term to describe the study of the UFO phenomena. Those that study ufology are 
often known as ufolgists. Ufology is a broad term that covers a spectrum of opinion that ranges from those 
that are convinced the earth has been visited by extra terrestrials and that the MoD is covering up the fact, 
through those that are simply interested in the subject but not certain what to believe, to total sceptics. The 
subject also attracts attention from individuals who are interested in it as a social phenomenon and carry out 
research from the perspective of urban myths and beliefs. 

Ufology is therefore not uniform in its views and this can give rise to strong passions. The MoD tries to keep 
clear of any affiliation to any particular lobby or individual, since proactive engagement with UFO groups could 
simply serve to perpetuate the suspicion that the MoD has a deeper interest in the subject than it actually has. 
Whilst we are perfectly willing to provide factual information if requested, we try to steer clear of any statement 
that could be considered as either supporting or criticising any particular individual, theory, book or magazine 
article. There is a considerable industry surrounding UFOs and the MoD does not want to be drawn into 
allegations of favouritism or bias which might affect a particular individuals sales in either direction. In 
particular we do not wish to be drawn into arguments between individuals, which can be quite vitriolic and 
about which there is no defence interest. 

UFO Research and UF O Ex p erts 

the MoD is not involved in scientific research into extraterrestrial life. We do not have any experts in UFOs 
(by which most people that contact us really mean alien spaceships). The closest we have to the post of "UFO 
Expert" is probably my own, but this has always been a generalist, non-technical, post with the emphasis on 
correspondence with the public. The MoD does, of course, have experts in a great many subjects from 
weather, to radar, to missiles and the UFO desk can, if it sees fit, ask their advice. 

Pj£_^!nterest 

Press interest tends to be spasmatic, but is usually at its height in the quiet summer months or when The 
National Archives issue a press release about the latest UFO additions to their collection. 

Finally, and somewhat ironically, given the assumed pervasive dark roie of the MoD, whilst I have naturally 
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^feuilt up some degree of knowledge of various UFO cases as part of my tenure in this post, I often find the 
best source for information is simply to google the internet! 

I hope the above helps put my job in perspective. 
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From: 



Section 40 



Sent: 06 November 2008 14:05 
To: kfAWJilsliB 

Subject: RE: Release-authorised: 20081 106 Move of DAS Files To HQ Air CmdJJ 



Section 40 



I currently have 6 files that are open and at some point we will need to decide what to do with them. It may 
simply be easiest to close them and start new Air Command files with effect from 1 Jan, when the UFO 
function wili officially transfer to Air Command. Although I only have 6 open files, it would be sensible if a 
separate series is created for them with scope for more files on different topics to be opened if necessary. 

I have about 140 files that are closed. These closed files are split between those held with me (about 45 at the 
moment although I will reduce that before t move) and those in TNT. Over the next 2 years, that overall 
number will reduce significantly as they are placed in The National Archives, but for the moment we are faced 
with the problem of where they should be stored. I will continue to need a number in my office. These are a 
mixture of those i consult more frequently and those (particularly Policy files) that I prefer to keep with me for 
fear they get lost in the filing system somewhere and give rise to accusations that we are "covering up". 

I constantly need to re-cail files from TNT to check information and answer FOI requests, which is a cost to 
the MoD. If High Wycombe has space to store all 140 files internally, and the file retrieval system works 
satisfactorily, I would suggest that those files I do not immediately require are stored there. Since cataloguing 
and storing 140 new files would be a large task, I would further suggest that once I arrive at Air Command I 
start a gradual process of transferring the files from TNT to the local archive. 

Happy to discuss at your convenience. 
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From | 

Sent: 06 November 2008 10:18 

Subject: Release-authorised: 20081106 Move of DAS Files To HQ Air CmdJJ 



Hi 



Further to our telecom this morning, attached is the s-majm-eceived fronifi^jEjESegarding registered 
files. If you have any concerns/questions regarding^^j^v.al please give me a call. As we discussed if 



you couid sen d me an e-mail with the queries you have regarding the open files that would be useful so I can 
liaise with ESS anJ s^e what action needs to be taken, if I can be of any more help please let me know. 

Regards 
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RAF Bus Sec 10 
Air Co mmand 

GPTN: bfcmUHiil 

Tel:f 

Fax! 
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This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or 
entity to whom it is addressed, if you are not the intended recipient or there are problems please notify the 
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^Bender and then deiete the e-mail (and file(s) if attached) from your system. Recipients should note that e- 
^riail traffic on MOD systems is subject to monitoring, recording and auditing to secure the effective operation 
of the system and for other lawful purposes. The MOD has taken steps to keep this e-mail and any 
attachments free from viruses. However it accepts no liability for any loss or damage howsoever caused as a 
result of any virus being passed on. it is the responsibility of the recipient to perform all necessary checks. 

The statements expressed in this e-mail are personal and do not necessarily reflect the opinions or policies of 
the department. 
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From: 

Sent: 13 May 2008 12:09 
To: |uSofS-APSl 



Cc: 



Section 40 



Wg Cdr ; SofS-APSl; Min(DES)-APSl; Min(AF)-APS1; PUS-PS; 
AS-PSO; CDI-PS; DCDI-MA; CTandUKOps-SOl Air & Ops Dev-C; DGInfo; DAS; 




Subject: RE: 20080512 Media handling for release of UFO files to National Archive 

Thank you for your submission dated 12 May 2008 reference D News Policy. 
USofS: 

a. agrees the media handling arrangements for the publication of the first 8 of some 1 60 
UFO and UAP files held by DAS and DIS on The National Archives website on 14 May 2008; 

b. agrees the press release and newsbrief as submitted 
Regards 
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USofS-APSl 



I 
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j^jj Save a tree...please don't print this e-mail unless you realty need to 
PLEASE TREAT THIS AS AN OFFICIAL RESPONSE 
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From: | 
Sent: 12 May 2008 12:13 
To; USofS-APSl 

Cc:§ |/Vg Cdr ; SofS-APSl; Min(DES)-APSl; MinfAFV APSl; PUS-PS ; CAS-PS; 

ACAS-PSO; CDI-PS; DCDI-MA; CTandUKOps-SOl Air & Ops De v-C: DGInfo: 
DGMC-DNews DirectorPA; DGMC-DNews RAFSOl; SofS-SA-f 
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Subject: 20080512 Media handling for release of UFO files to National Archive 
See attached. Thanks. 
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MoD Press Office 



Tel: 
Mil: 
Fa> 
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i c may cuuo 




APS/USofS 




Copy to: 




APS/SofS 


PS/CDI 


APS/MinDES 


MA/DCDI 


APS/MinAF 


DG Info 


PS/PUS 


DAS 


PS/CAS 


D News (RAF) 


PSO/ACAS 


DNews/PS 


Special Advisors 
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SOI Air & Ops Dev 



RELEASE OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) AND 
UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA fUAP) FILES 

Ref: 20070918 U MINSUB UFO FILES 18 Sep 2007 



Issue 




1 . Proactive transfer to The National Archives (TNA) of MOD files related to 
UFOs and UAPs. 

Recommendation 

2. That the Minister: 

a. agrees the media handling arrangements for the publication of the 
first 8 of some 160 UFO and UAP files held by DAS and DIS on The 
National Archives website on 1 4 May 2008; 

b. agrees the press release and newsbrief at Annex A and B. 
Timing 

3. Routine. The first batch of files is released on 1 4 May 2008. 
Background 

4. Since the end of WW2, MOD has been tasked with recording and, from 
time to time, investigating reported UFO sightings. Contrary to what many 
members of the public may believe, MOD has no interest in the subject of 
extraterrestrial life forms visiting the UK, only in ensuring the integrity and 
security of UK airspace. 



5. DAS and DIS have some 1 60 files that deal with the subject of UFOs 
dating back to the 1970s. Of these, the majority contain correspondence with 
members of the public, and sighting reports. The remainder comprise PQ and 
policy files and a small number of files that cover peripheral subjects. DAS 
also holds a considerable number of files covering FOI requests and 
responses on the subject of UFOs which will also need to be released. 

6. The files held by DAS and DIS are of keen interest to a large worldwide 
group of amateur and professional "ufologists". As a result, MOD receives a 
large number of, often complex, FOI requests each year for information 
regarding UFOs (DAS alone receiving 199 in 2005, 140 in 2006 and 158 in 
2008. As notified at reference, it is proposed to release these files over a 
three year period with an initial release of 8 files. A further 20 new files will be 
created over the same period, which will also require release at a future date. 

Presentation 

7. Press Office receives weekly calls from the media about UFOs - either 
reporting sightings or asking when we are releasing papers. Subsequently, 
any announcement of a more general release of files is likely to attract a great 
deal of interest from the press and general public. There is a risk that media 
will overplay the MoD's involvement in these cases, therefore we will need to 
manage our message and be prepared to deal with a high level of media 
interest. There is also likely to be frustration that people who want to view files 
at the TNA will be charged. 

8. To explain the transfer, Press Office propose to issue a press release 
(Annex A), which will also link to examples of the files, in co-ordination with 
TNA, to give reporters an idea of the material being released. Ministerial and 
military press interviews will be declined. TNA will also be publicising the 
transfer. 

9. Staff in DGInfo and the Web Bureau have been consulted on the high 
level of internet traffic expected upon announcement. A dedicated webpage 
will be created on the FOI side of the Defence Internet, with links to examples 
of the files on The National Archive website. The Defence News Bureau team 
will also make the link clear on the website. 

1 0. A defensive newsbrief is attached at Annex B. 
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ANNEX A 



xx/2008 



14 May 2008 



Ministry of Defence releases X-f ites 




The first in a series of UFO files, dating back to the 1970s, have been 
released on The National Archives' website today. The Ministry of Defence 
files include descriptions of alleged Unidentified Aerial Phenomenon or "UFO" 
sightings and subsequent MoD evaluations of the reports. 

Independent experts have concluded to date that there are realistic 
explanations behind alleged UFO reports, such as aircraft lights or natural 
phenomena. Reports are examined by the Ministry of Defence solely to 
establish whether UK airspace may have been compromised by hostile or 
unauthorised military activity. If required, sighting reports are examined with 
the assistance of the Department's air defence experts. Unless there is 
evidence of a potential threat, no further work is undertaken to identify the 
nature of each sighting reported. 

The Ministry of Defence has no other interest or role regarding UFO matters. 
Nor does the Department consider questions regarding the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial life-forms. 

The MoD receives a large number of requests each year for information 
relating to UFOs, so to meet demand a new system has been introduced to 
release these files in a structured way. The rest of the files are currently under 
review and wili be added to The National Archives over the next three years. 

The MoD already releases information on sightings which is currently on the 
MoD website, through the FOI Disclosure Log. The Rendlesham file is already 
available on request. 



Notes to Editors 



1. Journalists wishing to view the files should visit the MoD's website for 
details: www.mod.uk/ 

2. The files will be available to download free for the first month, after which 
The National Archives will charge for the publication of these files. 

3. The MoD will be releasing these documents to The National Archives over 
a period of three years. 

4. The files are compiled by Directorate of Air Staff and Defence Intelligence 
Staff. 

5. For further information, please contact the MoD press office on 020 7218 
5903. 



ANNEX B 



DEFENSIVE PRESS BRIEF 
BACKGROUND 

Following a written commitment by DIS (following an FOI request) to review 
its UFO and Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP) files, both the DIS and 
DAS have now decided to release their UFO and UAP files to the general 
public. 

It is clear from the number of FOI requests the MoD receives for UFO 
information that many of the public are fascinated by the topic and the MoD 
has already released much information on the subject. The decision has been 
made to continue this release of information in a more structured manner. 

MOP INTEREST IN "UFO" SIGHTINGS 

The only role that the Ministry of Defence has with respect to 'UFO/flying 
saucer' matters is to examine any reports of 'UFO' sightings that it receives 
solely to establish whether there is any evidence that the UK's airspace might 
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised foreign military activity. 
The Ministry of Defence has no interest or role in questioning the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. 

The reports are examined, with the assistance of the Department's air 
defence experts as required. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to 
the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFO" 
sighting has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise 
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that down to earth 
explanations could be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or natural 
phenomena. It is not appropriate for defence resources to provide this kind of 
aerial identification service. 



KEY MESSAGES 



■ The MOD has decided to release its UFO and UAP files. 

■ Release of the first files will be on 14 May following review and 
redaction in accordance with the principles of the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

■ It will take about three years to release all the UFO and UAP files. 
They will be released in chronological order starting with the oldest. 



• This is another example of the MoD embracing the spirit of open 
government. 

■ The MoD does not carry out research into UFO matters. 

■ The MoD only investigates UFO sightings to see if it believes there 
may be airspace integrity issues. 

■ We are open about this subject and the release of these files will prove 
this. 

Q&A 

Q. Why hasn't the MoD released these files before? 

A. The MoD has already placed a number of its UFO files from the 1970s 
in the National Archive in recent years but a large number remain to be 
released. 

Q. What are you holding back? 

A. The files will be released in accordance with the principles of the 
Freedom of information Act. It may be necessary to withhold some 
information under the usual FOI exemptions. In particular names and 
addresses of individuals who have reported sightings will be withheld to 
protect their privacy. 

Q. How do you assess whether experts need to be involved in sightings? 

A. A handful of sightings each year are considered as worthy of further 
investigation. This may be due to a large number of reports occurring on a 
particular day or an unusual pattern of activity or reports. Additionally the 
reports could come from witnesses such as police officers, pilots or air traffic 
controllers. 

Q. What is the difference between documents/files from Intelligence Staff 
and Air Staff? 

A. The majority of DIS documents/files will be duplicates of sighting 
reports found on the DAS files. 

Q. Are you making money from the release of these files? 

A. The MOD is making no money from the release of these files. 



RELEASE OF UFO FILES MEETING 
ACTION MINUTES 



TUESDAY 08 JANUARY 2008 
14:00-15:00 
MOD Main Building 3.2.9 



Attendees 




ITEM 



2.0 
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MOD 
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Dl CSD-Sec3 


MOD 


DIS 


Dl ST-GM OMS4 


MOD 


DIS 



DISCUSSION 



1.0 Welcome & Introductions 



All present introduced themselves and their involvement. 

Update On Current State Of Plav 

It was reported that 4no. DIS files and 4no. DAS files had 
been passed over for Application For Closure action. All 
extractions are Section 40, 




will require an 
Application For Retention. The electronic files transfer 
will be processed after receipt of Advisory Council 
approvals, followed by hard copy files when they are 
available (which could be at the same time or slightly 
later than the electronic versions). 

3.0 Need For Ministerial Note & Press Release 

A Ministerial Note and Press Release will be required 
prior to The National Archives, (TNA), opening the first 
files. These will need to be co-ordinated with DG Info, Dl, 
MOD Public Relations and TNA Public Relations. 



ACTION 
LEAD 



N/A 
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Drafts will beci rcula ted for comment and Info-CMemR 
will advise^Sffionce Advisory Council has approved the 
LCI and will also seek a realistic date of the files 
becoming available to the general public 



4.0 Lessons Learnt 



A) Redaction Challenges 

The quality of the DIS files is not always good once they 
had been through the redaction procedure. However, 
Istated that the quality of the later files will be 
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better than that of the early files. 
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and H | stated that the 

software is user-friendly but takes time to get used to. A 
number of comments have been fed back to the supplier. 



B) Link DIS & DAS Redactions 

There is now a system in place for each unit to check the 
redactions of the other unit. 

C) Need For QA Checks Of Redactions & Scanning 
100% QA checks will continue for the next batch of files 
and the situation will be reviewed at that point. 

D) Quality Of Scanning Before & After Redactions 
See comments under 4.0 C, above. 



E) CMemR Review QA 

See comments under 4.0 C, above. 



R Timeframes For Electronic & Paper Files 
The spreadsheet is updated by DG Info staff as required 
but it is not available to DAS & DIS staff. A monthly 
snapshot was requested by both, (See 5.0, below). 

G) TNA Involvement 

TNA have confirmed that they are happy with the quality 
of the submitted electronic files they have seen to date 
and the paper files will back up the electronic versions in 
cases where quality might be poor due to the state of the 
original paper copy. 



5.0 Review & Amend Spreadsheet 



It was agreed that the spreadsheet was fit-for-purpose 
The Actual dates would be filled in by the Records 
Transfer Team, except for the Actual Date To Reviewers 
which would be filled in by the Records Review Team. 



-2- 



The spreadsh eet will be e-mailed to 
| on a monthly basis. 
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and 
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6.0 Any Other Business 

It was reported information about the UFO files is 
circulating on the internet but that there has been little 
interest from the public to date. 

The titles of all DIS files should be "UFO's - Incidents". 

7.0 Date Of Next Meeting 

It was suggested that a meeting in the first week of April 
2008 might be beneficial as this would allow any 
emergent problems to be resolved prior to the TNA 
deadline for submission to the next Advisory Council. 



u 



N/A 
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AD Info CMem R 

Tel:^ _ 

09 January 2008 
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Sent: 08 January 2008 09:54 

To: 

Subject-TSease-authorised: PERSONAL CORRESPONDENCE 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your e-mail of 7 January 2008. 



Firstly, I should like to re-affirm my statement previously made to your colleague SSflUfllliiM Ithat you 

should feel free to discuss meetings you had with DAS staff at your own discretion. Your agreement to inform 
us if you will be publishing details of the meeting is appreciated, but of course, is not actually binding on you. I 
should also point out that if we were to receive an FOI request asking us if we had ever held a meeting with a 
ufologist or academic on the subject of UFOs, we would be obliged to confirm it, although of course your 
names and addresses would be withheld under exemption s.40 (Personal Information). However, given your 
profile as a researcher, it is quite possible others will guess who you are. 



For your information, files D/DAS/64/3/1 1 PartsJ^^ontaincorrespondence to and from yourself and are 
entitled "UFOs - Persistent Correspondent - EfSHflSBEiB 1 1 note that you waive your right for your name 
to be withheld from any documents we releasecontained on these files. However, as you will appreciate, the 
release of those files wiii probably not take place for a couple of years. 



Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 



"MoD fvfaii 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 



uilding 



08/01/2008 



Section 40 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



07 January 2008 15:21 



Section 40 



Re: OCTOBER 2004 MEETING 



Dear 



Section 40 



Further to your email communication with copied to me under today's 
date, I confirm I hav e no intentio n of publishing any details of the meeting we had 
with your predecessor and 



at the MoD Main 



her superior. 

Building in 2004, or bf the " subsequen t" meetin g 7 - 1 1 had withtgaftlWiK*]! in April 2006 of 
which you may also be aware. The private meeting in 2004 was arranged on the 
understanding that we did not make public any account of the discussion, for the same 
reasons you have cited in your email. 



I have honoured that agreement, and intend to continue to do so. 

However, with the planned release of the entire MoD UFO archive, questions will of 
course arise from third parties when the details become part of the public domain. If 
such a situation obliges us to comment, we will of course keep you informed in 
advance. My position in such an event would simply be that we wished to have a full 
and frank discussion of outstanding issues ^rising_4 r om our ong oing correspondence on 
the subject of the MoD's interest in UFOs . EfSflflBy rnglprovided honest and direct 
answers to all of our questions, to the best ot tnei r £fibwie4ge at that time. 



I would also like to take this opportunity to raise another matter relevant to this 
topic. I feel it is important that my personal role in the disclosure of a number of 
the more important UFO papers - both under the Code of Practice prior to 2005 and the 
FOIA subsequently -is made clear to those who may in future consult the materials at 
the National Archives . 

During my two meetings, and extensive correspondence with SSSJHSESM between 2002 and 
2006, she confirmed that it was my requests that led to the release' of both the 
Rendlesham file and the 'Flying Saucer Working Party' in 2001, and of the DIS report 
on UAPs in 2006. In that year I asked for written confirmation of these facts because 
of a s eries of misleading public statements made by one of your predecessors, BffflflSKlll 
HPJJHJB who for reasons of his own, continues to suggest that this was not the cabe and 
that credit should go to others such as the late Lord Hill-Norton and others 
unconnected with the release. I continue to feel aggrieved at this situation and feel 
it is important that the true facts are made clear as part of this planned wholesale 
release of UFO related material. 



I understand f rom KS5S3C5B that a set of files in the UFO correspondence series 
contain details of my own correspondence with MoD, from 2000 to present. These 
presumably contain copies of my requests and the responses made by MoD during the past 
seven years. I would appreciate confirmation that these files exist, and that they 
form part of the planned release. 

If so, I wish to put on record that I give my consent under the Data Protection Act 
1998 for the full release of these records on the understanding that my identity is 
not redacted from the correspondence (although my home address should be removed under 
S.40) . I feel this is the most appropriate method of ensuring the historical record is 
clear concerning my role in the disclosure of these public records. 

I would appreciate confirmation of my wishes in this regard, and thankyou for your co- 
operation. With best wishes for a happy new year. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



> thanks for the response . Eli 'd) and I will comply with your 

> request regarding notice. I should also point out that at this time 

> neither of us have any intention to publish the details, though that 



1 



> may of course change. 

> m 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Section 40 



wrote : 



> Dear 
> 
> 

> 

> Thank you for your e-mail of 19 December^ 

> 2007 regarding your undertaking not to reveal that you and l 

> participated in a meeting with the MoD to discuss UFO matters. 



Section 40 



I can confirm that any documents relating to this meeting that have 

been retained will be transferred to the National Archive as part of 

the general release of files. In light of this, you should consider 

yourself free to discuss the matter at your own discretion. That 

having been said, it would be helpful if prior to publishing any 

details of the meeting you let us know, as it may result in a number 

of FOI applications or requests for similar meetings with other ufolgists. 



> Yours sincerely. 



Section 40 



> DAS -FOI 



Section 40 



> MoD Main Building 

> 

> Whitehall 

> 

> London 
> 

> SW1A 2HB 

> 
> 



Section 40 
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Section 40 



From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



Section 40 



07 Ja nuar 
Ml 



14: 



Re: OCTOBER 2004 MEETING 



Section 4 



Hi 

thanks for the response. K^^ic^i 'd) and I will comply with your request regarding 
notice. I should also point out that at this time neither of us have any intention to 
publish the details, though that may of course change. 



Cheers , 



Section 4 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for your e-mail of 19 December 2 007 
regarding your undertaking not to reveal that you and | 
participated in a meeting with the MoD to discuss UFO maLleis , 



I can confirm that any documents relating to this meeting that have 

been retained will be transferred to the National Archive as part of 

the general release of files. In light of this, you should consider 

yourself free to discuss the matter at your own discretion. That 

having been said, it would be helpful if prior to publishing any 

details of the meeting you let us know, as it may result in a number 

of FOI applications or requests for similar meetings with other ufolgists. 



Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



DAS -FOI 



Section 40 



> mod Main Building 

> 

> Whitehall 
> 

> London 

> 

> SWlA 2HB 
> 

> 



X 
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Section 40 



ST 



From: 



Section 40 



Sent: 07 January 2008 10:37 

Subiect: Release-authorised: OCTOBER 2004 MEETING 



Section 40 



Thank you for your e-mail of 19 December 2007 regarding your undertaking not to reveal that 
irticipated in a meeting with the MoD to discuss UFO matters. 



Dear 



you an 

I can confirm that any documents relating to this meeting that have been retained will be transferred to the 
National Archive as part of the general release of files. In light of this, you should consider yourself free to 
discuss the matter at your own discretion. That having been said, it would be helpful if prior to publishing any 
details of the meeting you let us know, as it may result in a number of FOI applications or requests for similar 
meetings with other ufolgists. 



Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 

MoD Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A 2HB 



07/01/2008 



Section 40 



From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



Section 



l^ecember 2007 15:41 
in confidence 



Hi 



Section 



40 



this message is not intended to be an FoIA request. 
Firstly, thanks for the heads up in your earlier post. 



Sec BTtl 



The main reason I am writing this is that you may be unaware that myself and 
S^SflSff! 1 cc ; ' d ) attended a meeting with DAS on 1/10/2004. The meeting was entirely 
innocent (seeking clarification on various aspects of the MoD process, and specific 
points in question) . We were however asked to refrain from discussing the fact that 
the meeting took place publicly in order to avert an avalanche of similar requests for 
meetings for which it could be difficult to justify refusal .gggJJU^ncl I have honoured 
the condition, but I expect that with the release of the releva nt " "rec ords , details 
will become available at TNA. Even though names will be retained, some people will 
recognise who the participants were with little difficulty. 

Please can you confirm whether or not details of the meeting will be amongst the 
released records, and if so, are we still expected to be bound by our earlier 
undertaking not to discuss it? 

In the paranoid world of ufology, all kinds of conspiracy theories will emerge once 
the details a re revealed, though I think it would be helpful to the MoD and to myself 
and^BflB^- mother ways . 




1 



D/MSU/2/9/is 



25 September 2007 



DAS FOI - 


Section 40 







Copy to: 



APS/SofS 

APS/Min(DES) 

APS/Min(AF) 

PS/PUS 

PS/CAS 

PSO/ACAS 

Special Advisors 



PS/CDI 
MA/DCDI 
DG Info 
DAS 

D News (RAF) 
D News/PS 
D News Pol 2 
S01 Air & Ops Dev 



RELEASE OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) AND AERIAL PHENOMENA 
fUAP) FILES 

1 . Thank you for your submission seeking Ministerial approval for the transfer of the 
DAS and DIS UFO files to the National Archive. 

2. The Minister approves this transfer and that a formal press announcement should 
be made when the first files are transferred, in Spring 2008. 



Original signed 



Section 40 



APS/USofS 
MB Floor 5, Zone B 
USofS-Private Office 



Section 40 
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Section 40 






From: 


Section 40 







Sent: 1 8 September 2007 11:32 

To: USofS-APS1 

Cc: SofS-APS1 ; Min(DES)-APSl ; Min{AF)-APS1 ; PUS-PS; CAS-PS; ACAS-PSO; CDI-PS; 

DCDI-MA; CTandUKOps-S01 Air & Ops Dev-C; DGInfo; DAS-XO; DGMC-DNews 
Director-PS; DGMC-DNews RAF; SofS-SA-RA; DGMC-DNews Pol2 

Subject: MINISTERIAL SUBMISSION - TRANSFER OF UFO FILES TO NATIONAL ARCHIVE 

Attachments: 20070918 U Minsub - Release of UFO files to National Archive.doc 

Please find attached a submission asking for Ministerial approval for the transfer of the DAS and DIS UFO 
files to the National Archive. 

This replaces the submission dated 6 June 2007 which suggested placing the files on the MoD website. 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 



Section 40 



18/09/2007 



20070918 U MINSUB UFO FILES 



18 Sep 2007 




APS/USofS 



Copy to: 



APS/SofS 

APS/MinDES 

APS/MinAF 

PS/PUS 

PS/CAS 

PSO/ACAS 

Special Advisors 



PS/CDI 
MA/DCDI 
DG Info 
DAS 

D News (RAF) 
DNews/PS 
D News Pol 2 
S01 Air & Ops Dev 



Through DAS AD (Secretariat) 

RELEASE OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) AND AERIAL 
PHENOMENA (UAP> FILES 



1 . Proactive transfer to the National Archives of MOD files related to UFOs 
and UAPs. 

Recommendation 

2. That the Minister: 

a. approves the transfer of UFO and UAP files held by DAS and DIS 
to the National Archives progressively over the next three years; 

b. agrees that a formal press announcement should be made at the 
time the first files are transferred, planned to be in Spring 2008 . 

Timing 

3. Routine. 
Background 

4. Since the end of WW2, MOD has been tasked with recording and, from 
time to time, investigating UFO sightings. Contrary to what many members of 
the public may believe, MOD has no interest in the subject of extraterrestrial 
life forms visiting the UK, only in ensuring the integrity and security of UK 



Issue 



airspace. 



5. DAS and DIS have some 160 files that deal with the subject of UFOs 
dating back to the 1970s. Of these, the majority contain correspondence with 
members of the public, with the next largest category being sighting reports. 
The remainder comprise PQ and Policy files and a small number of files that 
cover peripheral subjects. The majority of the information held on the 27 DIS 
files is likely to duplicate that held by DAS. DAS also holds a considerable 
number of files covering FOI requests and responses on the subject of UFOs 
which will also need to be released. In total over the course of the proposed 
three year programme, some 180 existing files will be released, with a further 
20 new files being created over the same period, also requiring release at a 
future date 

6. The files held by DAS and DIS are of keen interest to a large worldwide 
group of amateur and professional "ufoiogists". As a result, MOD receives a 
large number of, often complex, FOI requests each year for information 
regarding UFOs (DAS alone receiving 199 in 2005, 140 in 2006 and 120 to 
date in 2007). 

7. DIS has already made a written commitment to review its files for 
release in a response to an FOI request from an academic researcher. This, 
and the decision by the French National Centre for Space Studies to release 
their UFO files earlier this year, has increased the, already significant, press 
and internet speculation that we are about to release our own. 

Benefits from publication 

8. In addition to the clear presentational benefits in meeting public demand 
and expectation, release of the files would also smooth the workload on DIS 
and DAS. The processing of FOI requests on the subject of UFOs is 
becoming increasingly costly and time consuming, especially if the 
Department's responses are challenged. The piecemeal release of 
information also fuels unhelpful speculation from those who believe there are 
issues that MOD are trying to hide. It is expected that within relatively few 
years, FOI requests on the subject will require the MOD to release virtually all 
its UFO files and it is considered beneficial that the release be managed in a 
structured manner. 

9. It is not expected that the volume of requests about UFOs will 
significantly reduce (indeed, in the short term, press coverage and the early 
release of some of these files may lead to an increase). However, section 22 
of the FOI Act exempts from release information which public authorities have 
a "view to publication" at a future date. By making a clear commitment to 
publish these files, DAS and DIS can therefore stop responding reactively to 
requests as they are received and instead manage their effort in a more 
organised manner. Whilst the time scale over which we can claim exemption 
under s.22 has not yet been tested, it is believed that invoking the exemption 
on the basis that we will publish information sometime within the next three 
years would be outside the spirit of the Freedom of Information legislation 
and would therefore pose presentationai difficulties. Instead it is considered 
that use of this exemption should be limited to those instances when it is 



planned to release the relevant information within a 12 month period. This 
inevitably means that MOD will have to continue to release some material in 
response to FOI requests but the requirement to provide information will 
reduce as documents are placed in the public domain 

Mechanism of release 

10. In order to maximise the presentational benefit, it would be preferable to 
publish the files on the internet using the MOD publication scheme. However, 
some 40% of the information in the files is correspondence from the public. 
This material is subject to the Copyright Designs and Patents Act (CDPA) 
1988, which prohibits its publication on the internet. Publication of only the 
remainder of the information, not protected by copyright, would fuel 
accusations of a "cover-up" and undermine our presentational objectives. 

11. It should be noted that the MoD has already placed two redacted files on 
the publication scheme together with a small number of non MoD documents. 
Although this move has been greeted with approval from ufologists, it may be 
never the less be necessary to remove them in order to comply with copyright 
obligations. 

12. The alternative proposed is to transfer the files to The National Archives 
(TNA). Transfer alone would not constitute 'publication', however advice from 
the Ministry of Justice suggests that if the files were also made available 
online through The National Archives' 'Documents Online' facility, this would 
constitute publication as defined by section 22 of the FOI Act. There is a 
specific exemption in the CDPA which provides for public records transferred 
to The National Archives to be copied, including in respect of material that 
might otherwise be copyright protected. This interpretation of the FOI Act is 
so far untested and it may be challenged through a request for an internal 
review and, assuming the challenge is not upheld, at an Information Tribunal 

1 3. Taking this approach, MOD could refuse specific requests under section 
22 of the FOI Act for information on files due to be transferred to TNA in the 
next 12 month period. This would assist in managing the release of files in a 
structured manner. It is unusual for files to be transferred to TNA so far in 
advance of the usual 30-year review point. However, it is assessed that the 
high level of public interest and lack of sensitive material in the files means 
that no precedent is set by their early release. Corporate Memory and TNA 
are content with our transfer plan. Although 'publication' of the files to TNA 
does not provide the flexibility of using our own website, doing so still largely 
delivers the benefits set out above. However, it is important to note that 
unlike existing MoD practice, TNA will impose a charge of £3.50 to view or 
download each file, though members of the public would be able to visit the 
archives at Kew and view the files without charge. 

14. The majority of the files are of low security classification but include 
references to air defence matters, defence technology, relations with foreign 
powers and occasional uncomplimentary comments by staff or police officers 
about members of the public, which will need to be withheld in accordance 



with FOI principles. In particular, the PQ files will require considerable work 
before they can be transferred as they contain background notes for Ministers, 
but there is no reason, in principle, why they cannot be released and, indeed, 
a small number of background notes for PQs have already been released 
under FOI. The MoD is aware of no clear evidence to prove or disprove the 
existence of aliens and consequently the files are considerably less exciting 
than the "industry" surrounding the UFO phenomena would like to believe. 



Preparation for Transfer 

1 5. The most cost effective solution is to scan the files (~£1 3K), and 
purchase specialised redaction software (£3K). It is estimated that with 
current staffing levels, it will take approximately three years to complete, with 
the release conducted around the continuing normal duties of both branches 
and Corporate Memory. It is planned that files covering a complete year will 
be released on a rolling programme, in year order, with the oldest files being 
reviewed for release first. It is expected that on average, it will be possible to 
prepare for release a year's files roughly every two months. DAS files up to 
and including 1984 have already been passed to TNA, which will mean that 
the first few files to be released will be from DIS, which holds files back to the 
1 970s. Files will be transferred in chronological order with the aim of those 
covering 1979-92 being released in 2008, 1992-2000 in 2009 and 2001 
onwards in 2010. 

16. Once a schedule of redactions has been prepared, it will need to be 
agreed by the Lord Chancellor's Advisory Council on Public Records and 
Archives before the files can be transferred to The National Archives. The 
next meeting of the Advisory Council where this issue can be considered will 
be February 2008. There is no reason why the Advisory Council should not 
agree to any redactions proposed, but even after agreement is reached it will 
take The National Archives a short period of time to process the files 
transferred and make them available to the public. The first files should 
therefore be available to the public by spring next year. 

Presentation 

1 7. Press Office receive weekly calls from the media about UFOs - either 
reporting sightings or asking when if we are releasing papers. Subsequently, 
any announcement of a more general release of files is likely to attract a great 
deal of interest from the press aod general public. There is a risk that media 
will overplay the MOD's involvement in these cases, therefore we will need to 
manage our message and be prepared to deal with a high level of media 
interest. There is also likely to be frustration that people who want to view files 
at the TNA will be charged. 

1 8. Press Office advice is that a Ministerial decision to release the files is not 
newsworthy in itself. It is therefore proposed that D News will draw up a 
handling plan, in liaison with TNA, closer to the time. 



(signed on DM) 



Section 40 



DAS FOI 



Section 40 
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GRADE/RANK: 

BRANCH: 
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DAS AD (Secretariat) 
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UK MoD File On Crop Circles 
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UFO UpDates £2. 



A mailing list for the study of UFO-related phenomena 
Its All Here In Black & White' 

Location: Vi.rtua11y.Straiige.net > UFO > UpDates Mai ling. List > 2007 > Aug > Aug 9 



UK MoD File On Crop Circles 

From: Nick Pope <nick.nul> 

Date: Thu, 9 Aug 2007 18:38:43 +0100 
Archived: Thu, 09 Aug 2007 14:04:27 -0400 
Subject: UK MoD File On Crop Circles 



Some time ago I was contacted by a ufologist who had made a 
Freedom of Information Act request for the MoD file on crop 
circles. When he was told it couldn't be located I wrote to the 
MoD to try and help them locate it, by suggesting what the 
file's reference number might have been and describing the sorts 
of documents that I believed the file contained. Despite this 
additional information, no such file was located. The MoD's 
confirmation of this has now been published, as a .pdf, on their 
website: 

http : //tinyurl . com/274cnm 

The ufologist concerned subsequently refined his FOI request to 
cover all documentation on crop circles for the year 1991. He 
was sent around 20 documents, comprising press cuttings, 
correspondence between me and the Centre for Crop Circle Studies 
and internal correspondence in which I discuss with colleagues 
whether taking photographs of crop circles from military 
helicopters might undermine the MoD's "no defence significance" 
line on UFOs . There is also a note about events in 1985 when an 
Army Air Corps (AAC) Lieutenant Colonel was approached by a 
farmer and asked what the AAC had done to his crops. The 
document describes the subsequent investigation and a 
demonstration (filmed for a TV show) that showed that the 
downwash from helicopter rotor blades wouldn't cause the sorts 
of patterns being reported in cornfields . 

Having now seen these documents, I can confirm that I had placed 
them on the 12/3 (UFOs - public correspondence) files as opposed 
to a separate file on crop circles, as 1 had originally thought. 
Crop circle documents for subsequent years will similarly have 
been placed on files in the 12/3 (subsequently renumbered 64/3) 
series . 



Best wishes, 
Nick Pope 

http : /•/www... ni ckpope . net. 



Listen to 'Strange Days... Indeed' - The PodCast 
See: 



http://www.virtuallystrange.net/ufo/updates/2007/aug/m09-01 1 .shtml 



15/08/2007 
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Sent: 06 August 2007 1 1 :00 
To: IS^^l^M 

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-093521-001 



Section 4 



I 



Many thanks for the confirmation. It now seems certain that I was mistaken. It's not easy to put genies back 
into bottles, but I'll try! 

Best wishes, 



Section 40 




Sent: Monday, August 06, 2007 10:42 AM 

Subject: RE: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-093521-001 



Dear 



Section 40 



Just to confirm that there is no file D/Sec(AS)12/8 and no sub-files in the 12 series were opened on 
the subject of Crop Circles. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



I DAS-FOI 



Section 40 



MoD Main Building 

London 

SW1A2HB 



From: 



Section 40 



Se nt: 06 August 2007 10:20 
To: fc^fSnSTEll^H 

Subject: Re: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-093521-001 

ol 



Thank you for your email. Unless there was a D/Sec(AS)/12/8 or a sub-part to one of the earlier files in the 
12 series, it seems that I may have been mistaken about opening a discrete file on crop circles, and that I 
kept all documents on this subject in the D/Sec(AS)/1 2/3 series after all. If so, I apologise if I've set any 
hares running. I'll brief ^SH9SE!S]H° n tne situation, as it seems I may have inadvertently misled him. 

Best wishes, 



Section 40 



— Original Message 
From J 



Section 40 



06/08/2007 
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Sent: MondayT August 06, 2007 9:50 AM 

Subject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 03-08-2007-093521-001 



Deai 



Section 40 



Thank you for your Freedom of Information request of 2 August 2007 asking for 
details of the file title and contents of files D/Sec(AS)/ 1 2/5 and D/Sec(AS)/12/6. 



The titles of the files are shown below: 



D/Sec(AS)l 2/5 UFOs- Close encounter reports, alien entities, abductions etc 
D/Sec(AS)12/6 UFOs - Alleged UFO incident-Crash of Lightning F6 - 8 Sept 1970 

I have checked the contents of D/Sec(AS)12/5 and they do not relate to crop circles. D/Sec(AS) 
12/6 relates to an aircraft crash over the sea and again, has no connection to crop circles. 

Your e-mail suggested that the background documentation to a PQ from Lord Hill-Norton 
appearing in Lords Hansard at Column WA191 on 19 November 1998, might confirm that a file 
on crop circles was opened at some point. I have checked the PQ and supporting documentation, 
but can still find no evidence that an official file on crop circles was opened at any time. 

If you are unhappy with this response or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling 
of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal resolution is not 
possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an independent internal review by 
contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, 
SW1 A 2HB (e-mail Info-XD@mod.uk). Please note that any request for an internal review must 
be made within 40 working days of the date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has 
come to an end. 



If you remain unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the 
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. 
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate the case until the internal 
review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the Information 
Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website, 

http :.7w w w . informatio ncoimnissioner.gov . uk <http :// www. infbrmationcommi ssi oner. gov. uk/> ." 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 



MoD Main Building 

London 

SW1 A 2HB 



06/08/2007 



(Section 40 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 



Section 40 



06 June 2007 16:02 
USofS-APSl 



SofS-APS1; Min(DES)-APS1; Min(AF)-APS1 ; PUS-PS; CAS-P S: ACAS-PS O: CDI-PS; 
DCDI-MA; CTandUK0ps-SO1 Air & Ops Dev-C; DGInfo; DASi ElSSWBEll Wg Cdr ; 
DGMC-DNews Director-PS; DGMC-DNews RAF; SofS-SA-RA; UUMU-DNews Pol2 

MINISTERIAL SUBMISSION - RELEASE OF UFO FILES 



Attachments: 20070530 U Ministerial Submission - Release of UFO Files - Final Version.doc; 20070530 
NEWS BRIEF - UFO FILES Final Version.doc; 200706060 Annex B draft UFO press 
release Final Version.doc; Star May 5.tif; Indy May 4 pg 1 .tif ; Indy May 4 pg 2.tif; Indy May 
4 pg 3.tif; Guardian 3 May.tif 



Please find attached a submission asking for Ministerial agreement to release onto the MoD publication 
scheme of UFO files held by both DAS and DIS. 



Section 40 



DAS-FOl 



Section 40 



Section 40 



06/06/2007 



20070606 U MINSUB UFO FILES 



6 June 2007 



APS/USofS 



Copy to: 




APS/SofS 

APS/MinDES 

APS/MinAF 

PS/PUS 

PS/CAS 

PSO/ACAS 

Special Advisors 



PS/CDI 
MA/DC D I 
DG Info 
DAS 

D News (RAF) 
DNews/PS 
D News Pol 2 
S01 Air & Ops Dev 



Through DAS AD (Secretariat) 

RELEASE OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) AND AERIAL 

PHENOMENA (UAFJ FILES 



1 . Proactive release under the MoD's Freedom of Information (FOI) 
Publication Scheme, of old MoD files related to UFOs and UAPs. 

Recommendation 

2. That the Minister: 

(a) approves the release of UFO and UAP files held by DAS and DIS; 

(b) agrees that a formal press announcement should be made at the time the 
first files are placed on the MOD website, planned to be in September this 
year . 



3. Routine. Following a written commitment by DIS under FOI to review 
the release of its files, speculation on the internet about the content of the files 
has been rife and there have been several press articles on the topic. It is 
planned that the release will commence in September, on a three year rolling 
programme. 

Background 

4. MoD involvement with recording UFO sightings continues to produce a 
steady stream of correspondence and Freedom of Information (FOI) requests. 



Issue 



Timing 



It is likely that over a period of time, the majority of information held on our 
UFO files will be released in answer to FOI requests. 

5. Since the end of WW2, the MoD has been tasked with recording and, 
from time to time, investigating UFO sightings. Contrary to what many 
members of the public may believe, the MoD has no interest in the subject of 
UFOs or extraterrestrial life forms visiting the UK. Rather, its interest lies in 
the integrity and security of UK airspace. 

6. DAS and DIS have some 1 60 files that deal with the subject of UFOs 
dating back to the 1970s. Of these, the majority contain correspondence with 
members of the public, with the next largest category being sighting reports. 
The remainder comprise PQ files, policy files and a small number of files that 
cover peripheral subjects. The majority of the information held on the 27 DIS 
files is likely to duplicate that held by DAS. DIS has already made a written 
commitment to review its files for release in a response to an FOI request 
from an academic researcher. DAS also holds a considerable number of FOI 
requests and responses covering the topic of UFOs, which will also need to 
be released. 

7. Files held by DAS and DIS are of considerable interest to "ufologists", a 
large worldwide group which, at one end of the spectrum, consists of perfectly 
ordinary members of the general public, through to conspiracy theorists who 
are convinced that the UK government is part of a worldwide plot to cover up 
the existence and presence of extra terrestrials. The level of general interest 
in the subject can perhaps be judged by a recent (if unscientific) internet 
search for the acronym UFO, which produced some 38 million "hits". 

8. The MoD receives a large number of, often complex, FOI requests 
each year for information regarding UFOs (DAS alone receiving 199 in 2005, 
140 in 2006 and 70 to date in 2007). The processing of these requests is 
becoming costly and time consuming, especially if the Department's 
responses are challenged, and the piecemeal release of information fuels 
unhelpful speculation from those who believe there are issues the MoD are 
trying to hide. It is expected that within relatively few years, public interest in 
the subject will require the MoD to release virtually all its UFO files and it is 
considered beneficial that the release be managed in a structured manner. 
Given the uniqueness of the situation we do not believe that this poses any 
particular precedent to other collections of files. 

9. Although it is not expected that the volume of requests about UFOs will 
significantly reduce {indeed in the short term it may increase), once files have 
been released to the public domain, the MoD will be able to deflect the 
majority of requests to the internet site and will have to spend much less time 
processing individual requests. Although there is a considerable volume of 
documentation to release, this should pose no difficulty for the MoD server, 
although any impression amongst the public we have released all our UFO 
files at once does run the risk of the system crashing if it receives too many 
hits at any one time. This is a problem that the French faced when they 
released their files. 



1 0. The majority of files are of low security classification but include 
references to air defence matters, defence technology, relations with foreign 
powers, (particularly the USA) and occasional uncomplimentary comments by 
staff or police officers about members of the public, some of which may need 
to be withheld from release following FOI guidelines. However, the files are 
considerably less exciting than the "industry" surrounding the UFO 
phenomena would like to believe. 

1 1 . Unlike the French National Centre for Space Studies, who released 
their own UFO files earlier this year, it will be necessary for the MoD to redact 
names and addresses of individuals, including those of members of the public. 
It is proposed that the files are scanned in bulk and then redacted using 
commercially available software, which will considerably speed up the 
process. Scanning the DAS files is likely to cost in the region of £1 3K, whilst 
purchasing and operating the redacting software will cost a further £1 K. It is 
estimated that with current staffing levels, it will take approximately three 
years to complete, with the bulk of the task falling to DAS. Files covering a 
complete year will be released on a rolling programme, in year order, with the 
oldest files being reviewed for release first. This approach will allow the 
release to be conducted around the continuing normal duties of both branches. 
It is expected that on average, it will be possible to release a years files 
roughly every two months. DAS files up to and including 1 984 have already 
been passed to the National Archive, which will initially mean that the first few 
files to be released will be from DIS which holds files back to the 1970s. DIS 
expects to be able to release their first files, following review and redaction, in 
September 2007. 

Presentation 

12. There have been several national press articles in the past month on 
this topic (attached at Annex C). These were triggered by a FOI response, in 
which the department said it planned to review, for release, a number of files 
held by DIS. Subsequently, any announcement of a more general release of 
files is likely to attract a great deal of press interest at both a national and 
quite possibly, international level. There is also likely to be much interest 
shown by members of both the British and international public, particularly on 
the internet. The topic has already attracted a further FOI request asking for 
details of the background to the decision to release these files and the 
response will be quickly be publicised by the internet ufologist community. 

1 3. Once the contents of the files appear on the MOD website it is 
expected that the response will be positive and fairly light-hearted (if a little 
disappointed that the files are not more exciting), with predictable headlines 
about "X Files". There is a risk that media will overplay the MoD's involvement 
in these cases, therefore we will need to manage our message and be 
prepared to deal with a high level of media interest. 



14. Press Office advice is that a Ministerial decision to release the files is 
not newsworthy in itself. It is therefore proposed that D News will issue a 
press notice on the day of first document publication to the MOD website. This 
press notice will be issued to key national and defence correspondents. We 
would not recommend that a Ministerial quote is included in this press release 
as it could be taken out of context. 

1 6. The press office will hold defensive lines to take, attached at Annex A. 

1 7. A draft press release to co-incide with the release of the first 
documents is attached at Annex B. 



(signed on Oil) 
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DEFENSIVE PRESS BRIEF 



DATE: 



June 2007 



SUBJECT: Release of MoD Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) files 



SOURCE: DAS FOI 



DESK OFFICER: 





PRESS OFFICER: DNews Pol 2 



BACKGROUND 

Following a written commitment by DIS (following an FOI request) to review 
its UFO and Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP) files the MOD has now 
decided to release its UFO and UAP files to the general public. 

It is clear from the number of FOI requests the MoD receives for UFO 
information that many of the public are fascinated by the topic and the MoD 
has already released much information on the subject. The decision has been 
made to continue this release of information in a more structured manner. 

MOD INTEREST IN "UFO" SIGHTINGS 

The Ministry of Defence has no interest or role with respect to 'UFO/flying 
saucer' matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of 
extraterrestrial lifeforms. 

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFO' sightings it receives 
solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence 
significance; namely is there any evidence that the UK's airspace might have 
been compromised by hostile or unauthorised foreign military activity. 

The reports are examined, with the assistance of the Department's air 
defence experts as required. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to 
the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFO" 
sighting has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise 
nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that down to earth 
explanations could be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or natural 
phenomena. It is not appropriate for defence resources to provide this kind of 
aerial identification service. 



KEY MESSAGES 

■ The MOD has decided to release its UFO and UAP files. 
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■ Release of the first files is expected to take place in September 
following review and redaction in accordance with the principles of the 
Freedom of Information Act. A press announcement will be issued on 
that day that the first release is made. 

■ It will take about three years to release all the UFO and UAP files. 
They will be released in chronological order staring with the oldest. 

■ This is another example of the MoD embracing the spirit of open 
government. 

■ The MoD does not carry out research into UFO matters. 

■ The MoD only investigates UFO sightings to see if it believes there 
may be airspace integrity issues. 

■ We are open about this subject and the release of these files will prove 
this. 

Q&A 



Q. Why hasn't the MoD released these files before? 

A. The MoD has already placed a number of its UFO files from the 1970s 
in the National Archive in recent years but a large number remain to be 
released. 

Q. What are you holding back? 

A. The files will be released in accordance with the principles of the 
Freedom of Information Act. It may be necessary to withhold some 
information under the usual FOI exemptions. In particular names and 
addresses of individuals who have reported sightings will be withheld to 
protect their privacy. 

Q. How do you assess whether experts need to be involved in sightings? 

A. A handful of sightings each year are considered as worthy of further 
investigation. This may be due to a large number of reports occurring on a 
particular day or an unusual pattern of activity or reports. Additionally the 
reports could come from witnesses such as police officers, pilots or air traffic 
controllers. 

Q. What is the difference between documents/files from Intelligence Staff 
and Air Staff? 

A. The majority of DIS documents/files will be duplicates of sighting 
reports found on the main DAS files. 
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xx/2007 xx xx 2007 

Ministry of Defence releases UFO files 

The first in a series of UFO files has been issued on the 
Ministry of Defence's (Mod) website today, xx xx 2007. 

The documents date back to the 1970s and include 
descriptions of alleged Unidentified Aerial Phenomenon or 
«UFO" sightings and any subsequent evaluations the MoD 
carried out . 

This is the first file to be released as a result of a 
review of all UFO-related documents held within the MoD, 
in response to requests made under the Freedom of 
Information Act 2 001. Subsequent files will be added to 
the website over the next three years. 

The MoD examines reports solely to establish whether UK 
airspace may have been compromised by hostile or 
unauthorised military activity. If required, sighting 
reports are examined with the assistance of the 
Department's air defence experts. Unless there is 
evidence of a potential threat, there is no attempt to 
identify the nature of each sighting reported. 

Experts have concluded to date that there are realistic 
explanations behind alleged UFO reports, such as aircraft 
lights or natural phenomena. 

The Ministry of Defence has no interest or role regarding 
UFO matters, or regarding the question of the existence 
or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. 

Notes to Editors 

1. The MoD will be releasing these documents over a 
period of three years . 

2. The files are compiled by Defence Air Staff and 
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Defence Intelligence Staff. 
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MoD opens its files on UFO 
sightings to public 



James Randerson 
Thursday May 3, 2007 
The Guardia n 

The Ministry of Defence plans to open its "X-Files" on UFO 
sightings to the public for the first time. Officials have not yet 
decided on a date for the release of the reports, which date 
back to 1967, but it is hoped to be within weeks. 

The move follows the decision by the French national space 
agency to release its UFO files in March, the first official body 
in the world to do so. 

UFO buffs will be keen to find out what officials knew about 
some of the UK's most famous sightings and whether any 
action was taken. One celebrated event - at Rendlesham 
Forest, Suffolk, in 1980 - has been dubbed "Britain's Roswell" 
after the UFO Incident in the US in 1947. At Rendlesham there 
were several witness reports of a UFO apparently landing. The 
released flies should support or discount claims that radiation 
was detected at the site after the event. 



David Clarke, a lecturer in journalism at Sheffield Hallam 
University and author of Flying Saucerers: A Social History of 
UFOlogy, said opening the MoD's files would make it harder to 
sustain the idea that evidence for the existence of aliens has 
been suppressed. "The more of this stuff that they put on their 
website or put in the national archives, the less it will cost the 
taxpayer, because at the moment people are writing in about 
individual incidents and they are having respond," said Dr 
Clarke, referring to requests under the Freedom of Information 
Act. 



The documents due for release are witness reports of 
apparent UFO sightings, many by civil pilots and military 
personnel. Most were simply collected and filed by a small, 
secret unit within defence intelligence called DI55. A few are 
thought to have been investigated further by the military, but 
the details have never been made public. There are 24 files 
due for release, each containing 200-300 reports of sightings, 
plus internal MoD briefings and correspondence. 



ht^://ww.guardian.co.uk/science/story/0, ) 207 1 275,00.html 
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"Unidentified object e 
Bright, yellow, thin, sta- 
tionary. Size of7S7. Second 
object same shape seen 
behind first at some dis- 
tance.,. It could have been 
as much asa mfle wide." 

No* the words of a local 
tarring the Dog and Duck 
at throwing out time, but 
the meet recent report by a 
British pilot of a sighting of 
an unidentified flying object 

Itwaa logged byCajrtain 
Hay Bower, a 50-year- Did 
pilot of 22 years experience, 
who made the observation 
during a flight over the 
Channel Islands last week. 

If the truth really is out 
there, then Britainb grow- 
ing army of UFO hunters 
hope that Capt Bower's 

Xrt and thousands of 
r sightings of cigar- 
shaped objects and strange 
flashing agfats will eventu- 
ally prove it 

Bombarded by requests 
to aee the evidence, the Mm- 



Is the truth 
really out 
there? 
At last, the 
MoD opens 
(g itsffles 



Last week, Captain Ray 
Bower saw strange lights 
in the sky. Now he, and 
thousands of others, may 
be allowed to discover the 
cause. By Robert Verkaik 



iatryofDefence is to release 
BritafaA official documents 
of UFO sightings, bo the 
public can judge for them- 
selves whether we are being 
visited by alien life forms. 

A spokeswoman for the 
MoD said; "Ws are receiving 
a lot of requests at the mo- 
ment to see this informa- 
tion so we have decided to 
put the reports on our web- 
site;. But to give this some 
sort of context we have only 
ever been interested in re- 
ports that have a defence 
perspective." 

The decision will be a 
biowto Britain's conspiracy 
Industry which has found 
the MoDfe secrecy over 
UFO sightings compelling 
evidence of a cover-up It 
was only recently that the 
MoD acknowledged that a 



I government UFO unit, 
known as S4F (Air) or 
k DISS, even existed 
| Capt Bowers report 
' will now be examined by 
MoD jnvestigatorBwho wfll 
try to establish whether 
what he saw posed any 

threat to national aeeurtry. 

According to his local 
newspaper, Capt Bower 
spottedabr«bl>¥anowh^bt 
10 miles west of Alderney 
while his plane was about 
30 gales from the island and 
at 4,000ft "It was a vary 
sharp, thin yellow object 
with a green area. It was 
2,000ft up and stationary* 
he said. "I thought it was 
about 10 miles away, al- 
tboughllaterrea&Bedttwas 
approximately 40 miles 
from us. At first, 1 thought 
it was the size of a 787. But 
tt must bave been much big- 
ger. It could have been aa 
much as a mile wide.* 

As he continued his ap- 



proach to Alderney, he saw 
a second object further to 
the west TtwasexacBythe 
same but looked smaller be- 



cause ii 
he said. "It was closer to 
Guernsey. Aslgot closer to 
it, it became clear to me that 
it was tangible. I was In two 



■ it to have a closer look but 
decided against it because 
of the size of it I hadm think 

of the safety of the paasen- 



Capt Bower is not alone. 
Thousands of people have 
reported sightings to MoD. 
In 2004, the most recent 
documents available, the 
MoD's UFO unit received 
88 reports. 

But it is the dispassion- 
ate observations of pilots 
and military personnel 
which the MoD tends to 
take most seriously, Many 
of these reports have been 
transferred to the Nation- 
al Archives Office in Kew. 

Britain's most famous 
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UFO sighting was - at 
Rendlesham Forest, near 
RAF Woodbridge, Suffolk, 
in 1080. The "Rendlesham 
Ffle"coiwernsafflghtjngof 

a "glrWuig* triangular ob- 
jetfbyUS Air Fbr<» police. 

The document had only 
previously been made avail- 
able to about 20 people who 
used the American Free- 
dom of Information Act to 



The report says that in 
the early hours of 27 De- 
cember 3980 a number of 

US Air Force men wit- 
nessed the object hover in 
the sky, transmitting blue 



ing nearby farm animals 
intoa*^rewy".Inareport 
entitled "Unexplained 
Lights*, USAP Lt Col 
Charles I Halt, the deputy 
base commander at RAF 
Bentwaters, adjacent to 
Woodbridge, told how he 
witnessed an object emit- 
ting a "red sun-like light* 
moving through the tries. 

The MoD'a response 
read: "No evidence was 
found of any threat to the 
defence of the United King- 
dom, and no further inves- 
tigations were carried out" 



the MoD still remains to be 
convinced of the case for 
viaita by alien life forma. 

Cap* Bower has also kept 
an opened mind about his 
experience, "I'm certainly 



thing of another ■world,* he 
said "AH I to saying is that 



like ttbefora in aD my years 
of flying.* 



Captain Ray Bower 
nwtwaUFOf vfhiia 
fryingtoAMarneylii 
the£feanwf ■. : . 
Wand* 

GUMNStY 
W5S ■ 
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D Britain's most notorious sightings 



■ Devon, Octebar 1967 

Sgt Roger Wifey and ft differd 
Waycott were driving alonga 
country bne when they wefe 
oaa2te4 by bright wrfeSghte in 
the sky. There have been mary 
Ineones, inducing spy ships 
sent by the Soviet Union 

■ WhtchMtef, HatmnMn, 
November 1976 Joyce 
Bowles and Ted Pratt claimed 
they were visited by aliens 
while driving on a country 
lane. They d aim their car 
suddenly shook and then 
veered off the raad into a 
grass verge, The car was sub- 
ject to electrical interference 
as the engine roared. They 
spotted what appeared to be 
a cigar-shaped craft with 
three entities behind a win- 
dow in the object As they 



1 ~ f 

; watched a bearded hurtranoid 

wearing a silver suit carhe 
I out, walked to the car ajid 
! looked in on the occupants. 
> He then disappeared, ajidthe 
i couple were able to drive off. 



jBDwfeiiailbWMtLotii- 
lltJVNwtnfcar 1979 Bob 

! Taylor's alleged encounter is 
] fiie only recorded UK case 
j officially investigated by 
j police. Mr Taylor said he came 
■ across a large spherical iobject 
i in a woodland clearing. He 
1 daimed two round objects 
[ with protruding metai spikes 
| attached themselves to, his 
I trousers and began to d/ag 
[ him towards the UFO. "the 
I next thing he knew he was 
[ rooming round lying feet down 
I on the grass. The polled case 
' is still open. j 



\ Suffafc, 1980 This incident 
j concerned a sighting of a 
1 "glowing" triangular object by 
| US Air Force police in Rendte- 
: sham Forest, near RAF Wood- 
) bridge. In theearly hours of 27 
\ December 1980 a number of 
I US Air Force men saw the 
I object hover in the darkness, 
j pulsating with light and sencj- 
j ing nearby farm animals into a 
j 1renzy".The MoP's response 
j was a top secret memo that 
j dismissed the event in terms 
i of a threat to national security. 



owaraoutii- 

wn England, 1994 The crew 
i of an Air Fiance flight from 
] Nice to London saw a giant 
] disk that seemed change 
| shape and colour. After a 
| minute or so it disappeared. 
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$fr£'report4 to go on MoD website 



BRn X FILES 

OPEN AT LAST 



by CAMERON MILL/ 

THE Ministry of 
DsfftDCi Tii at last 
set to open ft* 
own X Film to the 
public. 

The move promises to 
reveal the facts behind 
some of our most baf- 
fling UFO cases. 

The files, to be released 
over the next two years, 
will reveal details of the 
thousands of reports of 
flying saucers over the 
OK Since World War Two. 



It means amateur alien- 
hunters will be able to fol- 
low in the footsteps of 
Fox Mulder and Dana 
Scully - played by David 
Duchovny, 46, and Gillian 
Anderson, 38, in cult TV 
show The X Files. 

UFO fever was spectacu- 
larly re-ignited last week 
after Captain Ray Bower, 
SO, a respected pilot with 
22 years of experience, 
saw a vellow UFO "uo to a 
mile wide" over t 
Channel Islands. 

And that case has n 
made the MoD decide 
release its files on pos 
bte alien encounte 
after staff were "bo 



barded" with requests 
information. 

An MoD spokesm 
said: "We are receivinj 
lot of requests to see 
information, so we h; 
decided to put the repo 
on our website. 

"But to give this so 
sort of context, we hi 
only ever been in teres 
in reports that havt 
defence perspective." 

Par decades, success 
governments triad 
keep secret the fledica 
UFO unit known as J 
(Alr>orDl55. 

Specialists from 
unit are now prob: 
Capt Bower's sighting 
learn whether it coi 
be a threat to natio: 
security Lt is one of thou- 
sands of UK sightings to 
be investigated. In 2004 
alone, the unit received 
nearly 100 reports. 

Britain's most famous 
UFO sighting happened 
in Rendlesham Forest, 
near RAF Wbodbrldge. 
Suffolk, in 1980. 

US Air Force police 
reported a "glowing tri- 
angular" object. 



of any threat to the 
defence of the UK, and no 
further investigations 
were carried out." 

Even Capt Bower is 
keeping an open mind 
about what he saw off the 
coast of AJderney. 

"I'm certainly not say- 
ing it was something of 
another world. Ail I'm 
saying is that I have never 
seen anythinu like it in 
all my yeare of flying." 



Famous sightings 

• OCTOBER 1967, Devon: Sgt Roger Willey 
and Pc Clifford Waycott were dazzled by bright 
while lights in the sky as they drove along a 
country lane. Conspiracy theorists believe they 
were spy rockets sent by Ihe Soviet Union. 

• NOVEMBER 1976, Winchester, Hants: 
Joyce Bowles and Ted Pratt claimed they were 
abducted as they drove in the countryside. The 
aliens - one bearded and dressed in a silver suit - 
arrived in a cigar-shaped craft. 

• NOVEMBER 1979, Dechmont, West 
Lothian: Bob Taylor's reported encounter is the 
only UK case to be officially investigated by 
police. He found a large spherical object in a 
woodland clearing. Two objects with metal spikes 
locked on his trousers and pulled him towards the 
UFO. Next thing he remembers is waking up on 
the grass. The police file is still open. 

• DECEMBER 1980, RetMtleshnm Forest, 
Suffolk: A "glowing triangular" object was 
spotted by US Air Force police- A number of men 
saw the object hover in the darkness, sending 
nearby farm animals into a "frenzy". 

• JANUARY 1994, southern England: The 
crew of an Air France flight to Nice saw a giant 
disc which seemed to change shape and colour. 



The MoD response read: 
"No evidence was found 
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Sent: ■ 20 April 2007 15:4 1 
To; ^ ^ 

Subject: FW: DIS UFO INCIDENT FILES & DAS UFO FILES 
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Se nt: 20 April 2007 12: 46 
To: 
Ce:L 

Subject: RE: DIS UFO INCIDENT FILES & DAS UFO FILES 
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As you know we are very keen to place our files into the public domain as this is the only way to stop the 
continual stream of requests. In addition the report released last year concluded that there was no evidence 
that any UAP in UK air space were incursions from extra-terrestrial or foreign origin, no potential military 
technologies of interest were identified and there was no longer a requirement for the DIS to monitor UFO 
sighting reports. Thus we have nothing to hide, despite over enthusiastic past members of both our 
departments and we'll work with to ensure coherent release. Content that you take the lead in submissions to 
Ministers where necessary. 

Regards 
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From! 

Sent^9Apri^007 15:40 

Subject: DIS UFO INCIDENT FILES & DAS UFO FILES 



Section 40 



Further to our meeting on Tuesday we have discussed with DAS DD the implication of release of the UFO 
incident sighting reports and how we might best handle the likely (inevitable) requests for further information 
held in our files from researchers. As you are aware the DAS files contain considerably more information and 
correspondence on the reports of sightings, particularly direct reports from members of the public and 
associated correspondence than those police and military reports contained in your files. We have some 36 
files covering sighting reports and 50 files of correspong^ nce with mem bers of the public and a further 23 files 
covering correspondence with researchers (eg HsKBif an' i EBSBiff) . \ would clearly be sensible for us to look 
to release all our files into the Publication Scheme (I361n toiai) concurrently with those you propose to 
release. There will inevitably be some duplication as the police and military reports were copied to both our 
branches but equally there may be some discrepancies where reports may have been lost. It would seem 
sensible that we take a joint approach to Ministers in seeking agreement to release of these files and I would 
be happy to take the lead in preparing the submission if you are content. 



Regards , 
IsFJMJMJ 
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DAS AD Sec 



Sectior 



Uli: DAS-ADSec 
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From: 

Sent: 19 April 2007 15:40 
To: 
Cc: 




Section 40 






I 





Subject: DIS UFO INCIDENT FILES & DAS UFO FILES 



Further to our meeting on Tuesday we have discussed with DAS DD the implication of release of the UFO 
incident sighting reports and how we might best handle the likely (inevitable) requests for further information 
held in our files from researchers. As you are aware the DAS files contain considerably more information and 
correspondence on the reports of sightings, particularly direct reports from members of the public and 
associated correspondence than those police and military reports contained in your files. We have some 36 
files covering sighting reports and 50 files of corresponden^wjthmembers of the public and a further 23 files 
covering correspondence with researchers (eg ^WB9fnc^SE3. it would clearly be sensible for us to look 
to release all our files into the Publication Scheme (Too irrtotal) concurrently with those you propose to 
release. There will inevitably be some duplication as the police and military reports were copied to both our 
branches but equally there may be some discrepancies where reports may have been lost. It would seem 
sensible that we take a joint approach to Ministers in seeking agreement to release of these files and I would 
be happy to take the lead in preparing the submission if you are content. 

Regards, 
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DAS AD Sec 
DM: DAS-ADSec 



19/04/2007 
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■ J 



From: 

Sent: 28 March 2007 10:38 
To: 

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO REPORTS 



Further to our telephone conversation of 27 March 2007, 1 have checked on our policy files and spoken to my 
predecessor, but have been unable to find any formal instruction to the Home Office or Police to send UFO 
sightings to the Ministry of Defence. 

It is possible that somewhere in our files there is a letter to the Home Office asking them to ensure the Police 
forward UFO reports to the MoD, but to discover it would simply be too costly in time and resources. 



I can however, confirm that the practice of UFO reports being forwarded by the Police to the MoD is a 
longstanding one. 



DAS^OI 

MoD Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 
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23 March 200715:05 



Section 40 



From: 
Sent: 

To: _ 
Subject: FW: UFO 
Importance: High 



Section 40 



Could you take a look at the email string below and advise 



Section 40 



I accordingly. 
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Info-Access-Pol 1 
tel 



Section 40 



From: | 

Sent: 23 March 2007 14:50 

To) 

Subject: UFO 
Importance: High 




Section 40 



has made to the Home Office below. I have 



I have attached the 2 nd request thalj 
responded to him previously saying that the Home Office do not hold any information on the subject 
of UFOs, Flying Saucers etc and to contact the National Archives or check the Hansard website. He 
has mentioned of making several requests on this subjects to MOD. 

I have checke^witiimy colleagues and our database again and could find nothing on this subject. 
However ^BTtBE^ ias raised the issue of any guidelines, policy or guidance from the Home Office 
to police forces on policy relating to the reporting and investigation of UFO reports made by police 
officers and members of the public. 

[[Could you confirm if the MOD do issue the guidance to the police and if not then which department 
H is responsible for that? 

I would be grateful if you could respond to this email as soon as possible so I can respond to the 
enquirer quickly. 

Thanks 



Section 4 



JJ,| Information Access Officer 

Inibrmation & Record Management Services j Home Office IT Directorate 
4 Floor | Seacole Building 1 2 Marsham Street | SW1P 4DF 
Tel: 



www.hoi«ec)fike,gp¥,uk 
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Dear 



Section 40 



Thankyou for your email dated 9 February in response to my FOI to Home Office 
regarding records on 'UFOs' & aerial phenomena. 

With reference to my request for records of Home Office responses to PQs on this 
and related material {i.e. 'the Rendlesham Forest incident'), thankyou for 
searching your records . 

However, I suspect the reason you were unable to locate any information on this 
topic is because the PQ folders /Hansard material does not necessarily specify 
'UFOs' or 'Rendlesham forest incident' in their titles. 

Four specific written Parliamentary Questions dealt with by the Home Office 
{two made in Lords, one in Commons) are: 

*Hansard (House of Lords) 23 January 1997: PQ by Lord Hill-Norton re alleged 
evacuation of Blundeston Prison & Holloway Bay Youth Correction Centre on date of 
■Rendlesham Incident.' - with a follow-up PQ on 26 January, answered by Home 
Office minister 

*Hansard (Lords): 23 October 1997: PQ by Lord Hill Norton, 'Highpoint Prison' 
title) re alleged evacuation of prison on date of Rendlesham incident. Answered 
by Lord Williams of Mostyn (Home Office) 

*House of Commons {Written Answer) : 30 March 1998, 'Low Flying' (title) PQ by 
Helen Jackson MP (Sheffield Hillsborough) relating to low flying incident 
investigated by South Yorkshire Police. Answered by Mr Michael (Home office) . 

I would like to make these four PQs the subject of a FOI request - by which I 
wish to request copies of background briefing papers, or any correspondence or 
other papers relating to or used to answer these PQs. 

I note what you say in your email regarding the 'small handful of files' that are 
retained by the Home Office. However, I find it difficult to believe that folders 
dealing with answers to Parliamentary Questions such as these are not retained, 
as they would need to be referred to by civil servants who may be asked to 
respond to similar or related questions in the future. 

I would also like to question the "no information" response I received with 
reference to my earlier FOI question on advice given to serving police officers 
with regards to the reporting procedure for UFO sightings . 

It is my understanding that police officers follow a specific reporting procedure 
if they wish to file a report on aerial phenomena they have observed. In that 
case there must be existing information relating to those guidelines. 

If this specific information is not held centrally by Home Office could you 
advise on who may be responsible for implemen ting this guidance? (for example 
ACPO) . ' 

I look forward to receiving your response to this fresh FOI request. 
Yours Faithfully, 
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This email and any files transmitted with it are private and 
intended 

solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are 
addressed. 

If you have received this email in error please return it to the 
address 

it came from telling them it is not for you and then delete it from 
your system. 

This email message has been swept for computer viruses. 
************************************************************** 

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by Government Secure Intranet (GSi) virus 
scanning service supplied exclusively by Cable & Wireless in partnership with MessageLabs. 
On leaving the GSI this email was certified virus free. 

The MessageLabs Anti Virus Service is the first managed service to achieve the CSIA Claims Tested 
Mark (CCTM Certificate Number 2006/04/0007), the UK Government quality mark initiative for 
information security products and services. For more information about this please visit 
www.cctmark. gov.uk 



26/03/2007 



Page 1 of 1 



Section 40 



Section 40 



From: 

Sent: 1 9 January 2007 1 6:04 

To: i^SKlHH 

Cc: DAS-UFO-Office 
Subject: MOD File On Crop Circles 

Dear! 




I've been contacted by a UFO researcher jgggj M iEW M who tells me that he's made an application under 
the FOIA for any documents the MOD has on me crop circle phenomenon, but says MOD are having trouble 
locating the material requested. 



I'm virtually certain I opened a discrete file on the subject, which would have been in the 12 series. From 
memory, it was probably either 12/5 or 12/6. As I recaii, this contained some internal correspondence 
between me and staff in DI55, external correspondence with members of the public, together with 
various magazines and photographs which may have been in the file or may have been stored separately in 
one of the cabinets. 

I'm not sure of the exact scope of t35eiMil ri>auest (or other FOIA requests on crop circles), but there are 
some other papers relating to crop circles, assuming they've not been destroyed. There were four PQs from 
July and October 1989. Two went to MOD, one to MAFF and one to the Home Office, but I'd be surprised if 
MOD didn't get copied the correspondence on the two handled elsewhere. Additionally, there are some 
papers relating to a farmer's complaint in 1985 that croDCircleson his land might be caused by military 
helicopter activity. This was investigated by a Lt Col HsKBifiKill at Middle Wallop and documents relating to 
this were subsequently sent to DS8/Sec{AS). There may be other material (though I can't recall anything on 
Operation Blackbird!) but that's all I can remember. 



I hope this is helpful and assists you in responding to the various FOIA requests. Please let me know if you 
need any further information. 



Yours sincerely, 
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From: 

Sent: 1 5 February 2007 1 2:43 
To: 



Section 40 



Subject: REQUEST FOR COMMENT ON REDACTIONS 



As requested, I have had a look at the documents that you sent over. Generally OK but I do have a 
number of points. 

1 . e-mail dated 1 6 December 2005 - very end you should redact EJSnfiffl sq it's a room number. 

2. e-mail dated 20 February 2006 - I have no idea what the ph ras^si^or&jn^eomet rvand 
Special tasks mean. Therefore cannot crammentNo reason to withhold ESwiwSfgfij BBrank. 

3. Loose minute dated 22 Nov 2005 - redact^SIHB ' rc m the signature blockasiTsaroom 
number. I can see no reason to redact text from paras 2 and 3 (other than IS^RflTfflETil^^l 
name). With para 2 it might be an idea to check with CT&UK Ops to see if they have^Epproblem 
with it. 

4. Loose minute dated 26 April 2006 - No problems 

5. E-mail dated 31 March 2006 - No problem t^mnmmm^m 

6. E-mail dated 9 March 2006 - I can see no reason to withhold^SISlES^Hrank. 

7. Letter dated 28 April 2006 - No problem 

8. E-mail dated 28 April 2006 - No problem. 

That should be all the documents you sent me. If not, let me know! 
Happy top discuss in more detail if you wish. 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 
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'From: 
Sent: 
To: 



Section 40 



12 February 2007 11:22 



Subject: 
Attachments 



Section 40 



Section 40 



FOI REQUEST - UAP REPORT DOCUMENTS 



Section 4 



! 



DAS-DIS Email 16Dec05 re FOI Request.htm; DAS Email 28Apr06 re Publication 
Scheme.htm; DAS Email 31Mar06 re UAP Report redactions.htm; DAS Email re CT&UK 
Ops redactions-9Mar0 6.htm; DAS E mail re CT&UK Ops redactions-20Feb06.htm; DAS 
LM to DIS 22Nov05 re H5HS!iI iei: 1 uest for information.doc; DAS MINISTERIAL SUB - 
UAP Report - 26Apr06.doc; DAS Release Letter toU^HEE 28Apr06.doc; DAS-DIS 
Email 16 Dec05 - redacted.txt; DAS Email 20Feb06^UAP Report redactions - 
redacted.txt; DAS Email 28Apr06 - Publication Scheme - redacted.txt; DAS email re 
CT&UK Ops Report redactions - redacted.txt; DAS Email UAP Report redaction 
comments - 31 March 06-redacted.txt; DAS Letter of Release - UAP Report - 
Redacted.doc; DAS LM to DIS November 2005 - REDACTED.doc; DAS MINISTERIAL 
submission - redacted.doc 



As discussed.BBgBBEiM I has sent us an FOI request in which he asks for al! 
documents relating to the release of the UAP Report. We have been back to him to clarify 
and refine the request and it has now been narrowed down to the attached documents - 8 
of which were originated by DAS. 



Attached you will find copies of the original documents and copies of the proposed 
redacted versions. I would be grateful if you could have a look at the redacted versions and 
let me have any comments you may have on the redactions and whether you are in 
agreement with them or consider more information needs to be redacted or whether any of 
the redactions are not required. 

Please give me a call if you wish to discuss. A reply by the end of the week would be 
appreciated. 



Thanks and apologises !!! 
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Dl CSD Sec 3 
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From:L 

Se nt: 28 April 2006 14:2 9 

& 

Subject: Publication Scheme 



Attachments: 20060428^^ublication Scheme introduction to release of the UAP Report.doc; 
20060625 U Letter to^EESE " UAP Report - Disclosure Log version.doc 



Section 4 



; 



The large Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defenc^ecnonreport has now been released to the 
two FOi requesters. 3 of the 4 volumes have been put on CD. pSKjfliKiM DAS-PS who is scanning the 
final volume has been away sick, but has returned today. She nopesto^jeuTdone today and if she does^wi!!_^ 
bring the CD s up to you. I am on leave next week, so if she does not get it done today, I have asked mS*^ 
)4S-FOI1)to bring all the discs to you asap. 



Please see attached a statement regarding what the report is and why we are releasing it. I would be grateful 
if this could somehow be seen at the front of the report on the PS. 



I also attach a copy of the letter sent to w5S»wiEV ith his address and the name of the other requester 
removed, for the Disclosure Log. 
HSSTHiEi^as specifically asked for his name to be left on the letter and has given his consent (in writing) for 
the reiease of this personal data. Please insure that neither his letter or the Report appear in the Publication 
Scheme or on the Disclosure Log until Monday 15 th May 2006. 



Section 40 



If you have any comments or amendments to the statement mentioned above please make ^^jfe warg, 
before it goes on the Publication Scheme. 

I will be back in office on Wednesday 10 th May 2006. 



Regards 




file://C:\Dooiments%20and%20Settings 
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Local%20Settings\Temporary%2... 14/02/2007 



I 



- Publication Scheme - redacted 



DAS Email 28Apr06 
rom: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx / 
.40 

ent: 28 April 2006 14-: 29 
To: XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX X 
S.40 X 

cc: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx y 
S.40 

Subject: Publication Scheme 

Attachments: 20060428 U Publication Scheme introduction to release of the uap 
Report.doc; 20060625 U Letter to XXXXXXXXX^ UAP Report - Disclosure Log 
S.40 

version.doc 

xxxxxX 
S.40 

The large unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region report has 
now been releasejd to the two FOI requesters. 3 of the 4 volumes have been put on 

CD. xxxxxxxx das- ps who is scanning the final volume has been away sick, but 
s.40 

has returned today. She hopes to get it done today and if she does I will bring 
the CDs up to you. I am on leave next week, so if she does not get it done 
today, I have asked XXXXXXXXX XDAS-FOll) to bring all the discs to you asap. 
S.40 ' 



Please see attached a statement regarding what the report is and why we are 
releasing it. I would be grateful if this could somehow be seen at the front of 

the report on the PS. 

I also attach a copy of the letter sent to xxxxxxxxx, with his address and the 
S.40 

name of the other requester removed, for the Disclosure Log. 

xxxxxxxx v nas specifically asked for his name to be left on the letter and has 

s.40 

given his consent (in writing) for the release of this personal data. Please 
insure that neither his letter or the Report appear in the Publication Scheme or 

on the Disclosure Log until Monday 15th May 2006. 

xxxxxx S 
S.40 

if you have any comments or amendments to the statement mentioned above please 
make xxxxxx >£ware before it goes on the Publication Scheme. 
S.40 ^ 

I will be back in office on Wednesday 10th May 2006. 

Regards 
xxxxxxx 
S.40 

DAS -FOI 
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From : XXXXXXXXXXX y s.40 ^ 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, ZoneH, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone (Direct dial) 020 721 8 xxxx s.40 

(Switchboard) 020 721 8 9000 

(Fax) 020 721 8 xxxx s.40 

e-mail das-ufo-office@mod.uk 



xxxxxxxxxxxxx Our Reference 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxx 26-09-2005-091240-001 

xxxxxxxx , ^ Date 

xxxxxxx 28 April 2006 



Dear XXXXXXXXXX s.40 / 

Please find enclosed a copy of the report entitled Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air 
Defence Region written in December 2000 as you requested on 1 September 2005, in accordance 
with the Freedom of Information Act 2000. I apologise for the length of time this request has 
taken, but the meticulous scrutiny this document has received has enabled us to release the vast 
majority of the report and I hope you will be pleased with the final result. 

The report consists of 465 pages divided into four parts, three Volumes and an Executive 
Summary. While we have endeavoured to release as much information as possible, it has been 
necessary to remove some information and where this is the case the appropriate Section of the 
Freedom of Information Act has been indicated beside the redaction. The Sections and the reasons 
for their use are given below. Sections 26, and 27 are qualified exemptions and in accordance 
with the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act we have looked at the balance of public 
interest for and against disclosure for each Section. Details of the public interest test and our 
conclusions are also detailed below. 



Section 26 (Defence) - This information consists of details of the operation and performance of 
UK Air Defence radar. In favour of disclosing this information is the public interest in promoting 
understanding of the RAF's ability to detect and effectively respond to potential threats in UK 
airspace. It is important to recognise public anxiety with regard to possible attacks on the UK, 
particularly from acts of terrorism and the need to reassure the public that everything possible is 
being done to protect them. However, this public interest has already been served to a 
considerable extent by the publication of the Sixth Report of the House of Commons Defence 
Committee in 2002. In the report the Committee outline the measures the Government takes to 
protect the public from terrorist activity including threats from the air. 

Against the limited public interest in disclosure, is a countervailing public interest which favours 
withholding the information in order to preserve the effectiveness of the UK's air defences. The 
release of this information could be of significant value to the planning of an attack on the UK, 
including from terrorism. There is therefore a strong public interest in preserving the RAF's 
ability to defend the British mainland through the effectiveness of its air defences, and we 
therefore conclude that the balance of the public interest is firmly in favour of withholding the 
information in accordance with Section 26(1 )(a) & (b). 



Section 27 (International Relations) - This information consists of information about or 
supplied by another nation. In favour of disclosing this information is the public interest in 
understanding the exchange of information between the UK and other nations. 

Against the public interest is the need to maintain the UK's ability to effectively share and receive 
information from our allies, concerning issues of mutual benefit, with a degree of confidentiality. 
The release of this information is, likely to prejudice the future exchange of such information and 
may also damage the UK's relationship with that nation. We therefore conclude that the balance 
of public interest is in favour of withholding this information in accordance with Section 27(l)(a) 
&(3). 

Section 40 (Personal Information) - This information contains personal data about the author of 
the report and members of the public who have reported UFO sightings. This information is 
exempt under Section 40 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and is covered by the Data 
Protection Act 1998. Section 40 is an absolute exemption and therefore requires no public interest 
test. 

You will also notice that some minor details have been removed because they are not relevant to 
your request. These consists of office addresses, telephone numbers and unique job titles. This 
information is not relevant to the contents of the report and we believe its removal does not 
prejudice the understanding of the report. The titles of significant branches such as DI55 and 
Sec(AS)2a have not been removed. 

I hope you will find this useful. If you are dissatisfied with our decision to refuse this information 
or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact 
the undersigned in the first instance. Should you remain dissatisfied, then you may apply for an 
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main 
Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2KB. (e-mail: Info-XD@mod.uk) . 

If you are still unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the 
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. 
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not normally investigate your case until the 
MOD internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the 
Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website, 
http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk . 

I should also inform you that the information supplied to you continues to be protected by the 
Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988. You are free to use it for your own purposes, including 
any non-commercial research you are doing and for the purposes of news reporting. Any other 
reuse, for example commercial publication, would require the permission of the copyright holder. 
Most documents supplied by the Ministry of Defence will have been produced by government 
officials and will be Crown Copyright. You can find details on the arrangements for re-using 
Crown Copyright from the Office of Public Sector Information at: http ://www.opsi . gov.uk/cli ck- 
use/index.htm . Information you receive which is not subject to Crown Copyright continues to be 
protected by the copyright of the person, or organisations, from which the information originated. 
You must ensure that you gain their permission before reproducing any third party (non Crown 
Copyright) information. If you intend to use this information for commercial publication or are 
unsure whether permission is required, please write to the following address for advice: 



IntellectoiaH^operty Rights Group - Policy 
^^MOEfAbbey Wood 
Stoke Gifford 
Bristol 
BS34 8JH 

We appreciate that this document is likely to be of interest to a wider public audience and it is our 
intention to place an electronic version in the Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the 
MOD website rwww.mod.iriO . We have taken into account your request to have time to read and 
digest the report before it is made available in the Publication Scheme and have agreed to allow 
you and xxxxx a short period of exclusive sight of the report. The report will be available for s.40 
viewing in the Publication Scheme from Monday 15 th May 2006. 



Yours sincerely, 




Section 40 



From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



Telephone 



e-mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

das-ufo-off ice @ mod.u! 



020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 
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Sheffield 



Section 40 



Our Reference 

26-09-2005-091240-001 

Date 

28 April 2006 



Dear 



Section 40 



Please find enclosed a copy of the report entitled Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air 
Defence Region written in December 2000 as you requested on 1 September 2005, in accordance 
with the Freedom of Information Act 2000. I apologise for the length of time this request has 
taken, but the meticulous scrutiny this document has received has enabled us to release the vast 
majority of the report and I hope you will be pleased with the final result. 



The report consists of 465 pages divided into four parts, three Volumes and an Executive 
Summary. While we have endeavoured to release as much information as possible, it has been 
necessary to remove some information and where this is the case the appropriate Section of the 
Freedom of Infonnation Act has been indicated beside the redaction. The Sections and the reasons 
for their use are given below. Sections 26, and 27 are qualified exemptions and in accordance 
with the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act we have looked at the balance of public 
interest for and against disclosure for each Section. Details of the public interest test and our 
conclusions are also detailed below. 



Section 26 (Defence) - This information consists of details of the operation and performance of 
UK Air Defence radar. In favour of disclosing this information is the public interest in promoting 
understanding of the RAF's ability to detect and effectively respond to potential threats in UK 
airspace. It is important to recognise public anxiety with regard to possible attacks on the UK, 
particularly from acts of terrorism and the need to reassure the public that everything possible is 
being done to protect them. However, this public interest has already been served to a 
considerable extent by the publication of the Sixth Report of the House of Commons Defence 
Committee in 2002. In the report the Committee outline the measures the Government takes to 
protect the public from terrorist activity including threats from the air. 

Against the limited public interest in disclosure, is a countervailing public interest which favours 
withholding the information in order to preserve the effectiveness of the UK's air defences. The 
release of this information could be of significant value to the planning of an attack on the UK, 
including from terrorism. There is therefore a strong public interest in preserving the RAF's 
ability to defend the British mainland through the effectiveness of its air defences, and we 
therefore conclude that the balance of the public interest is firmly in favour of withholding the 
information in accordance with Section 26(1 )(a) & (b). 



Section 27 (International Relations) - This information consists of information about or 
supplied by another nation. In favour of disclosing this information is the public interest in 
understanding the exchange of information between the UK and other nations. 



Against the public interest is the need to maintain the UK's ability to effectively share and receive 
information from our allies, concerning issues of mutual benefit, with a degree of confidentiality. 
The release of this information is, likely to prejudice the future exchange of such information and 
may also damage the UK's relationship with that nation. We therefore conclude that the balance 
of public interest is in favour of withholding this information in accordance with Section 27(1 )(a) 
& (3). 

Section 40 (Personal Information) - This information contains personal data about the author of 
the report and members of the public who have reported UFO sightings. This information is 
exempt under Section 40 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and is covered by the Data 
Protection Act 1998. Section 40 is an absolute exemption and therefore requires no public interest 
test. 

You will also notice that some minor details have been removed because they are not relevant to 
your request. These consists of office addresses, telephone numbers and unique job titles. This 
information is not relevant to the contents of the report and we believe its removal does not 
prejudice the understanding of the report. The titles of significant branches such as DI55 and 
Sec(AS)2a have not been removed. 

I hope you will find this useful. If you are dissatisfied with our decision to refuse this information 
or you wish to complain about any aspect of the handling of this request, then you should contact 
the undersigned in the first instance. Should you remain dissatisfied, then you may apply for an 
internal review by contacting the Director of Information Exploitation, 6th Floor, MOD Main 
Building, Whitehall, SW1 A 2HB. (e-mail: Info-XD@mod.ukI 

If you are still unhappy following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the 
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information Act. 
Please note that the Information Commissioner will not normally investigate your case until the 
MOD internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of the 
Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website, 
http ://www.informationcommi ssioner. gov.uk . 

I should also inform you that the information supplied to you continues to be protected by the 
Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988. You are free to use it for your own purposes, including 
any non-commercial research you are doing and for the purposes of news reporting. Any other 
reuse, for example commercial publication, would require the permission of the copyright holder. 
Most documents supplied by the Ministry of Defence will have been produced by government 
officials and will be Crown Copyright. You can find details on the arrangements for re-using 
Crown Copyright from the Office of Public Sector Information at: http://www.opsi.gov.uk/click- 
use/index.htm . Information you receive which is not subject to Crown Copyright continues to be 
protected by the copyright of the person, or organisations, from which the information originated. 
You must ensure that you gain their permission before reproducing any third party (non Crown 
Copyright) information. If you intend to use this information for commercial publication or are 
unsure whether permission is required, please write to the following address for advice: 




lectual Property Rights Group - Policy 
MOD Abbey Wood 
Stoke Gifford 
Bristol 
BS34 8JH 



We appreciate that this document is likely to be of interest to a wider public audience and it is our 
intention to place an electronic version in the Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the 
MOD website (www.mod.uk y We have taken into account your request to have time to read and 
digest th e report befo re it is made available in the Publication Scheme and have agreed to allow 
you and fcaPTi^nlM a short period of exclusive sight of the report. The report will be available 
for viewing in the Publication Scheme from Monday 15 th May 2006. 



Yours sincerely, 
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Section 40 



From:| 

Se nt: 16 Decem ber 2005 11:50 
JTo:l355IfflEill 

:c:f 



Section 40 



Subject: RE: FOI Request -| 



Dear BfchHMkl ■ 
Thank you for your email. I believd] 



Section 40 



een in touch with you about the first point. 



am very happy for you to continue to correspond withgE 



DAS are the policy lead and you have 



established a relationship already. It's best that he has one POC in MOD! 



On the redaction points JflSmi ha a slrsady checked the first two volumes from a securit y/techn ical perspective, 
and has agreed to redactor 3 which does need some technical data redacted ISSnB w m be checking them 
from an FOI perspective. For example, we have seen some references to other nations, which might need 
redacting. We hope to have completed this task by early January. 

As it will be a one-off publication, creating a new class under the publication scheme may be unnecessary. 
Instead of placing the reports on the MOD'S publication scheme, we could place them in the MOD'S FOI 
Reading Room which is available at the www. mod.uk website. Info-Access views would be welcome. 



I am happy to host a meeting here in early January once we have done the work.1 
come of course. Please ring me if you have any other points. 

ave a good (UFO-free) Christmas! 



■s also welcome to 



s a aooi 



Section 40 



PI BCR CG AD 



Section 40 



From:fc£7*4uS|iE[t]^^^H 

Sent: 15 December 2005 12:09 
To: | 
Cc:[ 

Subject: RE: FOI Request I 



Section 40 



Dear 



Section 40 



Thank you for this. I thought RraMiiiBifflB Bwas your FOI focal ogjj 
so I apologise for sending then^oThewrongplace. I will deal with" 



jand have copied my e-mails to her, 
M>lft4Qure. 



All of the information 



Section 



Is asked for in this request is DIS materia! and not held by DAS. However, 



ras been corresponding with me about UFOs almost continuously for over 5 years and we have 
"released a lot of information to him. In order to stop him starting a similar long chain of correspondence with 
yourselves and so I can keep track of what information he has been given I thought it best that your response 
comes through me rather than directly to him. If you would prefer to correspond directly with him, please let 
me know. Otherwise I believe that you are best placed to decide on what can be released from these 
documents (with the input of any other parties as you see fit) and the use of any exemptions. You would then 
need to redact any information which is to be withheld. As the FOIA is an entitlement to information not 
documents it would be acceptable to provide a digest of releasable information but given the number of 
documents involved it may be more pract ical to provide copies (redacted where necessary). I would then be 
happy to draft a response toEEBffltliEte'ind the other applicant who is interested in these papers) which of 
course I will clear with you. I 'will give' some thought to press lines, although until we know exactly what will be 
released (or withheld) I will not know what to cover. Maybe we can discuss this immediately prior to the 
release of the information. I think at the very least we should inform both our heads of branch and DG Info- 
AccessAD about the release. We do not get many PQsonUFOs these days, but it may be worth informing 
US of S just in case. I will discuss this with my AD, {95inti!iE*M In the meantime, I will send the two 
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applicants a holding letter. 



Secti 



Wc^Snt over to me the Executive Summarvfthe original) to the UAP report, plus a copy about two weeks 

giga I will arrang e to get the or iginal back to tgRntBI 



40 



Sectio 



I spoke togH3j r ?ate 'day 
"~ rpE|€i;tion as he did not 



see you plan for|3H5to "sejijjjfct the report and decide on any use of exempti ons. 
(before I got your e^airjTtndrie said it had all been handed over to you and[ 
have time to deal with it. I got the impression he did not think this was anything to do with him now, but maybe 
I misunderstood this. 



With regard to publishing this information after release, the best place for this is the MOD FOI Publication 
Scheme. As you probably know, all new classes of information require the permission of the Information 
Commissioner so we will have to speak to Info-Access about this. When i released the Rendlesham Forest 
papers into the PS there were a few technical problems because of its size {175 pages). I understand your 
report is over 300 pages so depending on how much is released there could be some difficulties. Scanned 
information also has to be in a certain form (PDF I believe), i have a contact in Info-Access who deals with 
the Publication Scheme so I will have a chat with them. 



I think a meeting in the new year when you have a clearer idea of what is (and is not) to be released, would 
be a good idea. I am back in office on 3 January and could book a meeting room in MB if that suits you. 

Please give me a call if you need to chat about any of this. 

Regards 



Section 



DAS-FOI 



Section 40 



From 

Se nt: 14 December 2005 1 6 : 2 1 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: FW: FOI Request 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Dea r bSBIBffl 

tef5Si r/T^4(D ave now n ad an opportunity to discuss this request. May I suggest that future requests for 
'Informatio n under the F OI Act would probably be best directe d through the DIS FOI Focal Point which at the 
moment is ggffBflEiB Dl B CR CG3, rather than directly to E5Bffl 

I think we will probably be able to release most of the material in the reports to the respondent. However, 
redacting them and preparing them for publication will take time and will not be possible within 20 working 
days or within the £600 limit. We therefore plan to do this over the Christmas period and hope to have 
something ready by the end of January. 

In addition, as you acknowledge in your minute, this report is likely to receive substantial press coverage, and 
we need to plan more carefully how it will be handled. We (all) need to be thinking of press lines. Should we 
consider advising Ministers and senior staff? 

The plan at the moment is foi jajjH to rs^t the reports and let me have his views on exemptions. The 
redacted versions will then need to be scanned in so that they are readily available in soft copy if we are to 
put them on the MOD website. 

I would be grateful for your views on the division of labour as DAS lead on UFOs but we are the experts with 
the information. Perhaps a meeting in the New Year to discuss the way ahead would be useful. 
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PI BCR CG AD 
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Section 40 



From: 

Sent: 24 November 2005 12:52 
Tol - 



Section 40 
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Subject: FW: FOI Request 
Importance: High 



Section 40 



Can we have a chat about this. 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Fromj 

Sent: 22 November 2005 15:29 
Toi 
Cc:j 

Subject: FOI Request 
Importance: High 



Sectic 



Section 40 



4pj 

Please see attached. 



[40 
DAS-FOI 



Section 40 
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>From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
S.40 
Sent: 16 December 2005 11:50 
To: XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX X 
S.40 / 

cc: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx y 

S.40 

subject: re: foi Request - xxxxxxxxxxxx 
s.40 



DASy-Dis Email 16 Dec05 - redacted 



/ 



Dear xxxxxx 

s.40 / 

Thank you for your email. I believe xxxxxx lias been in touch with you about the 
S.40 

first point. 



I am very happy for you to continue to correspond with xxxxxxxx as DAS are the 
S.40 

Kolicy lead and you have established a relationship already, it's best that he 
as one POC in MOD! 

On the redaction points, xxx has already checked the first two volumes from a 
s.40 

security/technical perspective, and has^agreed to redact Vol 3 which does need 
some technical data redacted, xxxxxxx will be checking them from an FOI 
S.40 

perspective. For example, we have seen some references to other nations, which 
might need redacting, we hope to have completed this task by early January. 

as it will be a one-off publication, creating a new class under the publication 
scheme may be unnecessary, instead of placing the reports on the mod's 
publication scheme, we could place them in the mod's foi Reading Room which is 
available at the www.mod.uk website. info-Access views would be welcome. 

I am^hSppy to host a meeting here in early January once we have done the work, 
xxxx is also welcome to come of course. Please ring me if you have any other 
s.40 
points. 

Have a good (UFO-free) Christmas! 
xxxxxx y 

S.40 

xxxxxxxxxxx / 

S.40 

DI 8CR CG AD 
WHXXXXX XXXXXXMB 
S.40 




From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx / 
S.40 

Sent: 15 December 2005 12:09 

TO: XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 
S.40 / 
CC: XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX^ 
S.40 

Subject: RE: FOI Request - xxxxxxxxxxx 
s.40 

Dear xxxxxxx ^ 
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das-dis Email 16 Dec05 - redacted 
S.40 



'Thank you for this. I thought xxxxxxxxxxx was your foi focal point and have 
s.40 

copied my e-mails to her, so I apologise for sending them to the wrong place. I 

will deal with xxxxxxxx In future. 
S.40 

All of the information xxxxxxxx has asked for in this request is DIS material 
S.40 / 

and not held by das. However, xxxxxxxxx has been corresponding with me about 
s.40 

UFOs almost continuously for over 5 years and we have released a lot of 
information to him. in order to stop him starting a similar long chain of 
correspondence with yourselves and so I can keep track of what information he 
has been given I thought it best that your response comes through me rather than 

directly to him. if you would prefer to correspond directly with him, please 
let me know, otherwise I believe that you are best placed to decide on what can 
be released from these documents (with the input of any other parties as you see 

fit) and the use of any exemptions, you would then need to redact any 
information which is to be withheld. As the foia is an entitlement to 
information not documents it would be acceptable to provide a digest of 
releasable information but given the number of documents involved it may be more 

practical to provide copies (redacted where necessary). I would then be happy to 

draft a response to XXXXXXXXXx'Cand the other applicant who is interested in 
S.40 

these papers) which of course I will clear with you. I will give some thought to 

press lines, although until we know exactly what will be released (or withheld) 
I will not know what to cover. Maybe we can discuss this immediately prior to 
the release of the information. I think at the very least we should inform both 

our heads of branch and dg info-AccessAD about the release, we do not get many 
PQs on UFOs these days, but it may be worjh informing us of S just in case. I 
will discuss this with my AD, xxxxxxxxx.-^in the meantime, I will send the two 
S.40 

applicants a holding letter. 

xxxx^brought over to me the Executive Summary (the original) to the UAP report, 
S.40 

plus a copy about two weeks ago. I will arrange to get the original back to 
xxxxxxxx 

s.40 y 

I see you plan for xxxx to redact the report and decide on any use of 
exemptions. S.40 y 

i spoke to xxxx yesterday (before I got your e-mail) and he said it had all been 
s.40 y 

handed over to you and xxxxxx for action as he did not have time to deal with 
S.40 

it. I got the impression he did not think this was anything to do with him now, 
but maybe I misunderstood this. 

with regard to publishing this information after release, the best place for 
this is the mod foi Publication scheme, as you probably know, all new classes 
of information require the permission of the Information Commissioner so we will 

have to speak to info-Access about this. When I released the Rendlesham Forest 
papers into the PS there were a few technical problems because of its size (175 
pages). I understand your report is over 300 pages so depending on how much is 
released there could be some difficulties. Scanned information also has to be in 

a certain form (PDF I believe). I have a contact in info-Access who deals with 
the Publication Scheme so I will have a chat with them. 
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DAS-DIS Email 16 Dec05 - redacted 

,i think a meeting in the new year when you have a clearer idea of what is (and 
is not) to be released, would be a good idea. I am back in office on 3 January 
and could book a meeting room in MB if that suits you. 

Please give me a call if you need to chat about any of this. 

Regards / 

XXXXXXX 

s.40 

DAS-FOI 



From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx f 

S.40 

sent: 14 December 2005 16:21 
to: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx / 

S.40 / 
cc: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx ^ 
S.40 

subject: fw: foi Request - xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
S.40 



Dear xxxxxx^ 

S.40/ 

xxxx and I have now had an opportunity to discuss this request. May I suggest 
s.40 

that future requests for information under the foi Act would probably be best 
directed through the dis foi Focal Point which at the moment is xxxxxxxxxxxx,-- 
s.40 

DI BCR CG3, rather than directly to XXXX? 
S.40 



i think we will probably be able to release most of the material in the reports 
to the respondent. However, redacting them and preparing them for publication 
will take time and will not be possible within 20 working days or within the 
£600 limit, we therefore plan to do this over the Christmas period and hope to 
have something ready by the end of January. 

In addition, as you acknowledge in your minute, this report is likely to receive 



substantial press coverage, and we need to plan more carefully how it will be 
handled. We (all) need to be thinking of press lines, should we consider 
advising Ministers and senior staff? 

The plan at the moment is for xxxx to redact the reports and let me have his 
s.40 

views on exemptions. The redacted versions will then need to be scanned in so 
that they are readily available in soft copy if we are to put them on the mod 
website. 



I would be grateful for your views on the division of labour as das lead on UFOs 

ie ( 

he v 

/ 



but we are the experts with the information. Perhaps a meeting in the New Year 
to discuss the way ahead would be useful. 



xxxxxxxxxxxx 
s.40 

DI BCR CG AD /* 
WHXXXX XXXXXMB * 
S.40 
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DAS-DIS Email 16 DecOS - redacted 

From: xxxxxxxxxxxxx ' 
S.40 

'Sent: 24 November 2005 12:52 
TO: XXXXXXXXXXXXX^ 

S.40 / 
Subject: FW: foi Request - XXXXXXXXXX / 

S.40 

importance^ High 

xxxxxxx, 
s.40 

can we have a chat about this. 

XXXX 
s.40 



From: xxxxxxxxxxxx ^ 
S.40 

sent: 22 November 2005 15:29 
to: xxxxxxxxxxxxx/ 

S.40 /" 
cc: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx / 

S.40 / 
subject: foi Request - xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s 

S.40 

importance: High 

xxxx S 
s.40 

Please see attached, 
xxxxxxx y 
s.40 

DAS -FOI 



S.40 
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i Fromt 

Se nt: 20 February 2006 1 4:42 

^Subject: JAP Report 
- 1401 



As discussed Wg Cdr M£lJMiE:M M(DCT&UKQps-Airspace Integrity) has asked for the following to be 
redacted from Volume 3of the UAlP report. 



Page 2 


Para 5 




Para 6 




Para 7 




Para 8 


Page 3 


Para 7 


Page 6 


Para 24 


Page 8 


Para 27 


Page 9 


Para 28 



Pages 10-11 Remove the whole page. 
Pages 13-17 Remove the whole page 
Page 14 Remove the whole page. 



With regard to Volume 2 - Working Paper 9 (low flying charts) my colleagues in Low Flying have confirmed 
that these are ok to release, all this information is already in the public domain. 

With regard to Volume 2 - Page F-4 the reference to the Rendlesham Forest incident, I think that ufologists 
might get a bit excited because it has been alleged that there were above average levels of radiation in the 
Forest, but I see no good reason to redact this. 

I hope this helps. 



I~4b] 

DAS-FQI 



bectio 
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das Email 20Feb06 - UAP Report redactions - redacted 
From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
is. 40/ 

'sent: 20 February 2006 14:42 
to: XXXj6(XXXXXXXXXXXXX 
S.40 / 

Subject: UAP Report 

/- / ■ 

xxxxxxxx . i) ' 

S.40 ^ 



as discussed xxxxxxxxxxxxx , (DCT&UKOps-Ai rspace integrity) has asked for 
s.40 

the following to be redacted from volume 3 of the UAP report. 

Remove the first line. 
Remove the whole paragraph. 
Remove the whole paragraph 
Remove the whole paragraph 

Remove the last sentence 



Page 


2 


Para 


5 






Para 


6 






Para 


7 






Para 


8 


Page 


3 


Para 


7 


Page 


6 


Para 


24 


Page 


8 


Para 


27 


s.26 








Page 


9 


Para 


28 


S.26 










Remove paragraph to line nine xxxxxxxxxxxxx. 



Pages 10 - 11 Remove the whole page. 
Pages 13 - 17 Remove the whole page 
Page 14 Remove the whole page. 

With regard to volume 2 - working Paper 9 Clow flying charts) my colleagues in 

Low Flying have confirmed that these are ok to release, all this information is 
already in the public domain. 

with regard to Volume 2 - Page F-4 the reference to the Rendlesham Forest 
incident, I think that ufologists might get a bit excited because it has been 
alleged that there were above average levels of radiation in the Forest, but I 
see no good reason to redact this. 

i hope this helps. 

xxxxxxx./ 

s.40 

DAS-FOI 



S.40 
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Section 40 



v From: 

Sent: 09 March 2006 12:42 

Subject: UAP Report 



Attachm ents: UAP Report Redaction.doc 

3 




Section 40 



Please find attached details of the results of my consultation with Wing Commander | 

(DCT&UKOps-SOl Airspace Integrity) regarding the radar information we identified at the meeting. I have 
only included those where he has indicated information that should be removed. I hope this helps with your 
redaction of Jb^gSgft— U you spot anything else white you are going through it, please let me know and I will 
check it with PEwntli 

Regards 



Section 4 



"DA^-FOI 



Section 40 
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das email re^CTUK ops Report redactions - redacted 
From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx/ 
s . 40 

Sent: 09 March 2006 12:42 / 
TO: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx y 
s.40 

Subject: UAP Report 

Attachments: UAP Report Redaction.doc 

xxxxxxx 
s.40 

Please find attached details of the results of my consultation with xxxxxxxxx 
s.40 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx (ucr&UKOps-sol Airspace integrity) regarding the radar 
s.40 

information we identified at the meeting. I have only included those where he 
has indicated information that should be removed. I hope this helps with your 
redaction of the report. If you spot anything else while you are going through 
it, please let me know and I will check it with xxxxxxx. ^ 
s.40 

Regards 

xxxxxxxx 

s.40 

DAS-FOI 
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Section 40 



From: 
e nt: 31 March 2006 16 :20 
o:E 



Section 40 



SubiecfcUAP Report 

I have read through the report and have the following comments: 
Volume 1 

Page vi - Should we remove number 9 from the index? 

Chapter 1 , page 2, para's 2 and 5 - It is ok to leave the a in Air Staff 2a. This was a section within Sec(AS), 
not a person and is widely known by the public already. 

Chapter 3, page 14, para 33 - Is it already publicly known that we have nuclear assets at Faslane, 
Aldermaston, Capenhurst? 

Chapter 4, page 1 , para 1 , line 8 - Should we mention black programmes? 

Chapter 5, page 1 , para 5, line 3 - "Following the Russian experiences, it would be ". This presumably 

refers to a particular incident in Russia. Is this common knowledge? 

Chapter 5, page 4-5, para 16-1 assume the remark about the "inappropriate statement issued by another 

Department" is referring to Sec(AS). I am not sure Sec(AS) were even aware that this study had been 
conducted (they were not on the distribution when the report was sent out). While I don't suppose we can , 
remove this remark, we might have to field some awkward questions about this. / si***?* 

PageB-3~AttnforSec(AS)2a-theacanbeputbackin. ft/** ~~ ' 



Volume 3 

Page 2, para 9, line 5 - It may be a good idea to remove 
some to be able to guess which country has been removed 



Section 27 



las this may lead 



Chapter 2, page 6, para 24 - The 2a can be put back in Sec{AS)2a. 
I am happy to speak when you are ready. 
Regards 



Sectior 



|40 

TJAS-FOI 
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•das Email uap Report redaction comments - 31 March 06- redacted 
From: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx ' s.40 
sent: 31 March 2006 16:20 , 
To: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx / s.40 
Subject: uap Report 

xxxxxx ^ s.40 

I have read through the report and have the following comments: 

volume 1 

Page vi - should we remove number 9 from the index? 

chapter 1, page 2, para's 2 and 5 - it is ok to leave the a in Air staff 2a. 
This was a section within sec (as), not a person and is widely known by the 
public already. 

chapter 3, page 14, para 33 - is it already publicly known that we have nuclear 
assets at FasTane, Aldermaston, capenhurst? 

Chapter 4, page 1, para 1, line 8 - should we mention black programmes? 

Chapter 5, page 1, para 5, line 3 - "Following the Russian experiences, it would 

be ". This presumably refers to a particular incident in Russia, is this 

common knowledge? 

Chapter 5, page 4-5, para 16-1 assume the remark about the "inappropriate 

statement issued by another Department" is referring to sec(AS). i am not 

sure Sec(AS) were even aware that this study had been conducted (they were not 
on the distribution when the report was sent out), while I don't suppose we can 

remove this remark, we might have to field some awkward questions about this. 
Page B-3 - Attn for sec (AS) 2a - the a can be put back in. 

volume 3 

Page 2, para 9, line 5 - it may be a good idea to remove "xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
5.27 

xxxxxxxxxxx" as this may lead some to be able to guess which country has been 

s.27 

removed. 

chapter 2, page 6, para 24 - The 2a can be put back in sec(AS)2a. 

i am happy to speak when you are ready. 

Regards / 
xxxxxxx s.40 

DAS-FOI 
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LOOSE MINUTE 
D/DAS/64/3/11 
22 November 2005 



DIST-GM QMS AD 

Copy to: DI BCR CG2 
DAS- Sec AD 



FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST 



Section 40 



1) I am writing concerning 



Section 40 



I Freedom of Information request for a copy of the 



report produced by DIS in December 2000 entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK 
Air Defence Region", Volumes 1 , 2 and 3 and the Executive Summary. I have now read the 
Executive Summary which you proposed to release ahead of the Volumes and while I do not 
profess to understand the technical or scientific information, I have the following comments for 
your consideration. 

2) The summary c ontains references to what can and can not be seen on UK Air Defence 
Radar and discusses! 



Section 26 



I think we s hould therefore sh ow the Summary (and relevant parts of the 
report) to Wing Commander {55ffff!7E?t! ^M CT and UK Ops - Airspace Integrity for an 
opinion on how sensitive this is now. I note UKADGE 1 (predecessor to CT&UK Ops) was on 
the original distribution of these documents, so it is possible that they also have a copy on their 
files. 



There are references to flight safety aspects 




The fatal Mull of Kintyre Chinook accident in 1994 in which the pilots were found grossly 
negligent is still topical and DAS continue to receive FOI requests and correspondence from 
those campaigning to clear the pilots names. I believe at one time the possibility of a UFO in 
the area was suggested by some of the campaigners as a possible cause. 

4) The summary also contains reference to plasma formations / technologies and "exotic 
technologies". You may recall whenreleasing the DIS letter dated 4 December 2000 
(D/DIST/1 1/10) in response to ^||[|j2||||earlier request we removed paragraph 3 as not 
relevant to the request. The main concern was that it mentioned that plasma formations have 
potential applications to novel w eapons techno logy which you thought might stil l be sensitive 
and as it did not directly relate to EiSflTtliEil lrequest at the time, it was removed. Psf5[l»?tEill 
has asked us to reconsider the withholding of this paragraph and it seems pointless to continue 
to withhold it if we are going to release this information in the Executive Summary. 



5) If you intend to release the Executive Summary in advance of the full (or partial) 
release of the Volumes of the report, care must be taken not to release information in the 



Executive Summary which may be withheld on release of the Volumes. This might be difficult 
to determine before you have read through all of the Volumes, but I suggest if there is a 
possibility that something might be withheld from the Volumes it should be withheld from the 
Executive Summary even if only temporarily. This could be made clear to the applicant and the 
information can always be released later with the Volumes if necessary. 

6) The Executive Summary is currently classified SECRET UK EYES ONLY. Can you 
confirm that there is nothing in the Summary or the Volumes (where referred to in the 
Summary) which warrants this classification and caveat. If there is, these sections should be 
withheld for the same reason that the classification was applied. 

7) I note that this report was originally distributed to a number of other interested branches. As 
the originator it is of course your decision whether it is released, but do you think the copy 
addressees should be consulted about the release of information concerning their areas?. 

8) The release of the final report of the DGSTI Flying Saucer Working Report No.7 from 1951 
generated a lot of interest with UFO enthusiasts when it was released and I expect that they are 
likely to get even more excited about this report which is far more detailed and less than 

5 years old. Prior to release I think we should have some lines to take / defensive press lines 
ready. 

9) I hope this is helpful §S^ffiHand the other FOI applicant awaiting these papers, have 
been waiting for these documents for some time, so if possible I would like to get some news 
to them by the end of this week. Please give me a call if you need to discuss further. 
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DAS-FOI 



LOOSE MINUTE 
D/D AS/64/3/11 
22 November 2005 (p) 

DIST-GM QMS AD 

Copy to: DI BCR CG2 
DAS- Sec AD 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST - XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

1) I am writing concerning xxxxx'lCeedom of Information request for a copy of the report s.40 ^ 
produced by DIS in December 2000 entitled "Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air 
Defence Region", Volumes 1, 2 and 3 and the Executive Summary. I have now read the 
Executive Summary which you proposed to release ahead of the Volumes and while I do not 
profess to understand the technical or scientific information, I have the following comments for 
your consideration. 

2) The summary contains references to what can and can not be seen on UK Air Defence 
Radar and discusses xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 ? 
xxxxxxx. I think we should therefore show the Summary (and relevant parts of the report) s.26 ? 

. ^ ^ ^Jfy xxxxxxxxxxxxxx, CT and UK Ops - Airspace Integrity for an opinion on how sensitive s.40 
j V** r>*"**\ [his is now. I note UKADGE 1 (predecessor to CT&UK Ops) was on the original 

distribution of these documents, so it is possible that they also have a copy on their files. 



3) There are references to flight safety aspects xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx s.26 
The fatal Mull of Kintyre Chinook accident in 1994 in which the pilots were found grossly 
negligent is still topical and DAS continue to receive FOI requests and correspondence from 
those campaigning to clear the pilots names. I believe at one time the possibility of a UFO in 
the area was suggested by some of the campaigners as a possible cause. 



? 



4) The summary also contains reference to plasma formations / technologies and "exotic 
technologies". You may recall when releasing the DIS letter dated 4 December 2000 
(D/DIST/1 1/10) in response to xxxxxxxx earlier request we removed paragraph 3 as not 
relevant to the request. The main concern was that it mentioned that plasma formations have 
potential applications to novel weapons technology which you thought might still be sensitive , 
and as it did not directly relate to xxxxxx request at the time, it was removed, xxxxxx has s.40 
asked us to reconsider the withholding of this paragraph and it seems pointless to continue to 
withhold it if we are going to release this information in the Executive Summary. 

5) If you intend to release the Executive Summary in advance of the full (or partial) 
release of the Volumes of the report, care must be taken not to release information in the 
Executive Summary which may be withheld on release of the Volumes, This might be difficult 



to determine before you have read through all of the Volumes, but I suggest if there is a 
possibility that something might be withheld from the Volumes it should be withheld from the 
Executive Summary even if only temporarily. This could be made clear to the applicant and the 
information can always be released later with the Volumes if necessary. 

6) The Executive Summary is currently classified SECRET UK EYES ONLY. Can you 
confirm that there is nothing in the Summary or the Volumes (where referred to in the 
Summary) which warrants this classification and caveat. If there is, these sections should be 
withheld for the same reason that the classification was applied. 

7) I note that this report was originally distributed to a number of other interested branches. As 
the originator it is of course your decision whether it is released, but do you think the copy 
addressees should be consulted about the release of information concerning their areas?. 

8) The release of the final report of the DGSTI Flying Saucer Working Report No. 7 from 1951 
generated a lot of interest with UFO enthusiasts when it was released and I expect that they are 
likely to get even more excited about this report which is far more detailed and less than 

5 years old. Prior to release I think we should have some lines to take / defensive press lines 
ready. 

9) I hope this is helpful, xxxxxxx and the other FOI applicant awaiting these papers, have s.40 
been waiting for these documents for some time, so if possible 1 would like to get some news 
to them by the end of this week. Please give me a call if you need to discuss further. 



XXXXXXXXX s.40 
DAS-FOI 
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Copy to :DAS-XO 

Dl BCR CG AD 

DCT&UKOps - SOI Airspace Integrity 
DGMC-D News- Armed Forces 4 
Info-AccessOpsAD 



FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - RELEASE OF PIS REPORT ON 
UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA (UAP) IN THE UK AIR DEFENCE 
REGION 

ISSUE 

1 . The release of a DIS-commissioned study into Unidentified Aerial 
Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region in response to a request under the 
Freedom of information Act 2000 (FOIA). 

RECOMMENDATION 

2. Minister to note the release of a document that is likely to attract media and 
public attention. 

TIMING 

3. Urgent. The report is to be released into the public domain on 28 Aprif 
2006 and will be revealed in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication 
Scheme on 15 th May 2006. 

BACKGROUND 

4. Since the introduction of the FOIA on 1 January 2005, the Directorate of 
Air Staff, as the lead branch, has received a large number of requests for 
information on reported 'UFO' sightings in UK air space. Several documents 
have been released in response to these requests, one of which referred to a 
DIS study entitled 'Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence 
Region'. DAS have now received requests from two members of the public 
(one of which is an academic researcher) requesting copies of this study 
report. 

5. The study was commissioned by DIST to ascertain whether there was any 
evidence of a threat to UK air space from Unidentified Aerial Phenomena. 
DI55 regularly received copies of UAP sighting reports and had formed the 
view that none of them presented any threat to UK airspace. Neither had any 
of the reports indicated any potential new technologies which may have been 
of defence interest. DI55 therefore were of the view that they had no need to 
receive these reports, but in order to establish whether UFO reports had any 
value to Defence Intelligence and whether there was a requirement for 



Defence Intelligence Staff to see them in the future, they decided to 
commission a study into the reports that had been received. The study was 
carried out during the period December 1996 to March 2000 by a contractor, 

(who was employed in DIST and the report was completed in 
December 2000. Although this was only one of several tasks in which the 
contractor was engaged, he produced a very comprehensive report (three 
volumes and an Executive Summary). The conclusion was that there was no 
evidence of threats to UK airspace and no new technologies which may have 
been of defence interest. Most aerial phenomena could be easily explained. It 
was then decided that DI55 would cease to receive UAP sighting reports, 
Since December 2000, these reports have not been forwarded to DIS. 

6. It is understood that this is the most detailed study that has been 
undertaken by the Ministry of Defence into unidentified aerial phenomena in 
UK air space. As it is a unique report and in view of the continuing high profile 
of the 'UFO' phenomenon, it is expected that the release of the report into the 
public domain will create media and public interest. 

7. The contractor wrote the first two volumes of the report with a view to their 
release, but the third volume was classified SECRET UK Eyes Only because 
it contained sensitive information concerning the UK Air Defence Region. The 
report has been scrutinised by the subject matter experts in DIST, Dl BCR, 
CT&UK Ops and DAS and it is considered that the report can be downgraded 
to UNCLASSIFIED. However, several sections of the report have been 
withheld in accordance with Sections of the FOIA. These are as follows; 

5.26 - Defence - Information which may be likely to compromise the defence 
of the British Isles. 

5.27 - International Relations - Information which would prejudice relations 
with other States. 

S.40 - Personal Information - Personal data were living individuals can be 
identified from the information. Also covered by the Data Protection Act 1 998. 

8. The information withheld relates to UK air defence radar performance, 
UAP studies in other countries, potential military use of UAPs and personal 
details of the report's author and contributors and members of the public who 
have submitted 'sighting' reports. It should also be noted that the report 
contains reference to unexplained RAF aircraft accidents and although some 
information has been withheld, it has been determined that under the FOIA, 
there are no justifiable grounds to withhold the information in total. This 
section is also likely to attract media and public interest. 

PRESENTATIONAL ISSUES 

9. In anticipation of the expected reaction of the release of the report, 
suitable press lines have been prepared and these are attached for attention 
of the MOD Press Office. 



1 0. The report is to be released to the requesters in hard copy but, in view of 
the anticipated level of interest and number of new requests for copies, the 
report has been scanned and will be posted on the MOD Freedom of 
Information website on the 15 th May, where it can be viewed and downloaded 
by the general public. 
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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - RELEASE OF PIS REPORT ON 
UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL PHENOMENA (UAP) IN THE UK AIR DEFENCE 
REGION 

ISSUE 

1 . The release of a DIS-commissioned study into Unidentified Aerial 
Phenomena in the UK Air Defence Region in response to a request under the 
Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA). 

RECOMMENDATION 

2. Minister to note the release of a document that is likely to attract media and 
public attention. 

TIMING 

3. Urgent. The report is to be released into the public domain on 28 April 
2006 and will be revealed in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication 
Scheme on 15 th May 2006. 

BACKGROUND 

4. Since the introduction of the FOIA on 1 January 2005, the Directorate of 
Air Staff, as the lead branch, has received a large number of requests for 
information on reported 'UFO' sightings in UK air space. Several documents 
have been released in response to these requests, one of which referred to a 
DIS study entitled 'Unidentified Aerial Phenomena in the UK Air Defence 
Region'. DAS have now received requests from two members of the public 
(one of which is an academic researcher) requesting copies of this study 
report. 

5. The study was commissioned by DIST to ascertain whether there was any 
evidence of a threat to UK air space from Unidentified Aerial Phenomena. 
DI55 regularly received copies of UAP sighting reports and had formed the 
view that none of them presented any threat to UK airspace. Neither had any 
of the reports indicated any potential new technologies which may have been 
of defence interest. DI55 therefore were of the view that they had no need to 
receive these reports, but in order to establish whether UFO reports had any 
value to Defence Intelligence and whether there was a requirement for 



Defence Intelligence Staff to see them in the future, they decided to 
commission a study into the reports that had been received. The study was 
carried out during the period December 1996 to March 2000 by a contractor, 
'XXXXXXXX who was employed in DIST and the report was completed in s.40 
December 2000. Although this was only one of several tasks in which the 
contractor was engaged, he produced a very comprehensive report (three 
volumes and an Executive Summary). The conclusion was that there was no 
evidence of threats to UK airspace and no new technologies which may have 
been of defence interest. Most aerial phenomena could be easily explained. It 
was then decided that DI55 would cease to receive UAP sighting reports. 
Since December 2000, these reports have not been forwarded to DIS. 

6. It is understood that this is the most detailed study that has been 
undertaken by the Ministry of Defence into unidentified aerial phenomena in 
UK air space. As it is a unique report and in view of the continuing high profile 
of the 'UFO' phenomenon, it is expected that the release of the report into the 
public domain will create media and public interest. 

7. The contractor wrote the first two volumes of the report with a view to their 
release, but the third volume was classified SECRET UK Eyes Only because 
it contained sensitive information concerning the UK Air Defence Region. The 
report has been scrutinised by the subject matter experts in DIST, Dl BCR, 
CT&UK Ops and DAS and it is considered that the report can be downgraded 
to UNCLASSIFIED. However, several sections of the report have been 
withheld in accordance with Sections of the FOIA. These are as follows; 

5.26 - Defence - Information which may be likely to compromise the defence 
of the British isles. 

5.27 - International Relations - Information which would prejudice relations 
with other States. 

S.40 - Personal Information - Personal data were living individuals can be 
identified from the information. Also covered by the Data Protection Act 1 998. 

8. The information withheld relates to UK air defence radar performance, 
UAP studies in other countries, potential military use of UAPs and personal 
details of the report's author and contributors and members of the public who 
have submitted 'sighting' reports. It should also be noted that the report 
contains reference to unexplained RAF aircraft accidents and although some 
information has been withheld, it has been determined that under the FOIA, 
there are no justifiable grounds to withhold the information in total. This 
section is also likely to attract media and public interest. 

PRESENTATIONAL ISSUES 

9. In anticipation of the expected reaction of the release of the report, 
suitable press lines have been prepared and these are attached for attention 
of the MOD Press Office. 



10. The report is to be released to the requesters in hard copy but, in view of 
the anticipated level of interest and number of new requests for copies, the 
report has been scanned and will be posted on the MOD Freedom of 
Information website on the 15 th May, where it can be viewed and downloaded 
by the general public. 
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From: 

Sent: 05 April 2005 15:01 
To: 

Subject: UFO Files 




H 



We need to touch base re: the UFO material for the publication scheme. How are things progressing 
perhaps there is a way we can help? 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A2HB 



43 



Telephone 



CHOts 
E-Mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

DAS-FOI 
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020 7218 9000 
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TNT Archive Services 

Bourne Avenue 

Hayes 

Middlesex 

UB3 1RF 



Your Reference 

Our Reference 

D/DAS/64/1 

Date 

30 November 2004 



DeargE&^^Kul 

You may recall that during our telephone conversation on the 25 th November concerning 
difficulties we have experienced with the retrieval of our files from the TNT archive, you 
suggested that I sent you a list of the files that we will need to access for release into the public 
domain so that you can insure that they can be located when we need them. This is attached at 
Annex A to this letter. We do not need all these files immediately, (we will request each batch as 
we need them) but the list has been compiled in the order in which we will require them. 
According to our records, all of these files should be held in the TNT archive at Hayes. 

It may help you to understand why it is so important that we can retrieve these files quickly if I 
explain that the subject of 'unidentified flying objects' is of great interest to the general public. 
We currently receive a large number enquiries and requests for information from these files, and 
we fully expect this to increase with the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 on 
1 January 2005. We have included some classes of information on UFOs in the Ministry of 
Defence Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the internet and these have attracted 
more hits than the other 1 1 classes of information in the Scheme put together. In order to lessen 
the burden on this department with handling lots of enquiries under the FOI Act, we have decided 
that we will release as much information as we can into the Publication Scheme. The Information 
Commissioner has been advised of this and we are currently seeking his approval for two new 
classes of information for each year starting in 1985. The Secretary of State has also been 
informed that this information will be released in the near future. 

I hope that you will appreciate that in order for this exercise to work it is essential that we are able 
to retrieve the files from the TNT archive within days of requesting them, and do not continually 
experience the seven week delay which we had with one of the files from the first batch. I trust 
this list will assist you, but if you have any problems locating any of these files, please let me 
know. 

Yours sincerely, 



Section 40 



ANNEX A to D/DAS/64/1 Part F 
Dated 30 November 2004 



FILE NUMBER 


FTT.F TITT.E 


OF CONTENTS 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartC 


UFO ReDOrts 


1986 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part B 


UFO Corresoondence 


1986 

I v vv 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 Part D 


UFO ReDOrts 


1987 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartC 


UFO Corresoondence 


1987 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 Part E 


UFO ReDOrts 


1988 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartF 


UFO ReDOrts 


1988 

1 V* vv 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part D 


UFO Corresoondence 

1 Wl 1 ww^wl lUv i lw 


1988 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartG 


UFO ReDOrts 


1989 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 Part H 

k«* / k^ ^B* kr \ ■ » / I ki^ ki I LAI » 1 1 


UFO ReDOrts 


1989 

1 vvv 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part E 


UFO CorresDondence 


1989 

1 VV V 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartF 


UFO CorresDondence 


1989 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartG 


UFO CorresDondence 


1989 

l vv v 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 Part I 


UFO Reoorts 


1990 


D/SecfAS)12/2 Part J 


UFO Reoorts 


1990 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartK 


UFO Reoorts 


1991 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part I 


UFO Corresoondence 


1991 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartL 


UFO ReDOrts 


1992 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part J 


UFO Correspondence 


1992 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartK 

WWW!/ 1 ka 7 ff 1 U \/ 1 LA 1 I 4 X 


UFO CorresDondence 


1992 

1 vvt— 


D/SecfAS)12/2 PartM 


UFO Reoorts 


1993 


D/Sec{AS)12/3 PartL 


UFO Correspondence 


1993 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartM 


UFO Correspondence 


1993 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartN 


UFO Correspondence 


1993 


D/Sec(AS)12/7 Part A 


UFOs - Alleged UFO incident 
31 March 1993 


1993 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PartN 


UFO Reports 


1994 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartO 


UFO Correspondence 


1994 
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D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part P 


UFO Correspondence 


1994 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PartQ 


UFO Correspondence 


1994 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Part R 


UFO Correspondence 


1994 


D/Sec(AS)64/3/7 Part A 


UFO Correspondence - 
Persistent Correspondent - 
Councillor W F Buchanan 


1994-1999 


D/Sec{AS)12/2 PartO 


UFO Reports 


1995 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Parts 


UFO Correspondence 


1995 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part A 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


1995-1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part A 


UFOs - Public Correspondence 


1995 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartB 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1995-1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3/1 Part A 


UFO Correspondence - 
Pereisten^orresDCjident - 


1996-1999 


D/DAS(Sec)64/3/1 Part B 


UFO Correspondence - 
PersistentCorrespondent - 


1999-2001 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 PartB 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 PartC 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part D 


UFOs- Sighting Reports 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartC 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part D 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part E 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part F 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1996 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartG 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1996-1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/3/9 


UFO Correspondence - 
Persistent Correspondent - 


1996-1998 




1 
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D/Sec(AS)64/3/8PartA 


UFO Corresp 
Persisten^o 


ondence - 
[■respondent - 


1997-1998 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part E 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part F 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part G 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1997-1998 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part H 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Parti 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part J 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part K 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1997 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part L 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1997-1998 


D/DAS(Sec)64/3/4 Part A 


UFO Corresp 
Persisten^o 


ondence - 
rrespondent - 


1997-1998 


D/Sec(AS)64/3/2PartA 


UFO Correspondent - 
Persisten^orrespondent - 


1998-2000 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Part H 


UFOs -Sighting Reports 


1998-1999 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part M 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1998 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part N 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1998 


D/Sec{AS)64/3 PartO 


UFOs -Public Correspondence 


1998 


D/Sec{AS)64/3/6 Part A 


UFO Correspondence - 
Persistent Correspondent - 


1998 




D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part P 


UFOs - Public Correspondence 


1998-1999 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Parti 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


1999 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartQ 


UFOs - Public Correspondence 


1999 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part R 


UFOs - Public Correspondence 


1999 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Parts 


UFOs - Public Correspondence 


1999-2000 
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D/Sec(AS}64/2 Part J 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2000 


D/DAS(Sec)64/2 Part K 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2000 


D/DAS(Sec)64/2 Part L 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2000-2001 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartT 


UFOs - Public CorresDondence & 
Requests for Information 


2000 


D/DAS<Sec)64/3 Part U 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Reauests for Information 


2000-2001 


D/SedAS)64/3/1 Part A 


UFO Corresoondence — 
Persistent CorresDondent — 
Mr Eric Morris 


2000 


D/DAS/64/3/1 4 


UFO Corresoondence- 
PereistentXorrespondent - 


2000-2004 


D/DAS(Sec)64/2 Part M 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2001 


D/DAS/64/2 PartN 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2001-2002 


D/DAS/64/3 PartV 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2001 


D/DAS/64/3 PartW 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2001 


D/DAS/64/3 PartX 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2001 


D/DAS/64/3/1 2 


UFO Correspondence- 
Persistent Correspondent - 


2001-2004 




D/DAS/64/2 PartO 


UFOs - Sighting Reports 


2002 


D/DAS/64/3 PartY 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2002 


D/DAS/64/3 PartZ 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2002-2003 
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D/DAS/64/3 PartAA 


UFOs - Public Correspondence & 
Requests for Information 


2003 


D/DAS/64/3/16 


UFO Correspondence - 
Persistent Correspondent - 


2003 
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Sent: 25 November 2004 12:59 
To: BHSBliEll l 

Subject: RE: Scanning Documents: Accessibility 



Good luck with your presentation! 
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6th Floor, Zone F 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
SW1A2HB 

email (external 
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From | 

Se nt: 25 November 200 4 09:03 
To:Is!l?n!1!VT31HHM 

Subject: Kb: Scanning Documents: Accessibility 



Thanks 
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Not being a computer wiz like you, this is a bit Chinese to me. Happy to speak further later. I am giving an 
FOl presentation today at 1400, but I will give you a ring after it has finished. 
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From 



Section 40 



Sent: 24 November 2004 18:38 
To:f 
Cc: 

Subject: Scanning Documents: Accessibility 



Section 40 







Hi EEBflffBl 

Just some into I picked up from 
documents so they are accessible 
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MOD Internet Manager, about how to present scanned 



Firstly, we can present them on the Publication Scheme as PDF formats (which is what happened last time. 
However, we need to also provide versions as .tif - this format is needed for conversion to OCR.... 

We can discuss further! 
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6th Floor, Zone F 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
SW1A2HB 

email (external 
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Sent: 23 November 2004 1 3:55 

To: mSEEl^^H 

Subject: RE: Publication Scheme 



I have placed the new file on the server - should be visible a little later today 
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6th Floor, Zone F 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
SW1A 2HB 
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email (external: 
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From:! 

Se nt: 21 November 2004 11:59 

TozfsgSHSSEE^^H 

Subject: Publication Scheme 
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We now have a dedicated UFO e-mail address for members of the public to use instead of my personal one. 
Please could you remove the UFO Policy statement in the scheme and replace is with the attached. Sorry to 
mess you about. This should be the last time we have to change this. 
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DAS-FOI 



07/06/2005 



* 

* 

^ MOD Policy on Unidentified Flving Objects (UFO 

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO / flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. To date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

The MOD examines any 'UFO' reports it receives solely to establish 
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; 
namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air 
activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United 
Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identity the precise nature 
of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, 
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if 
resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the 
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an 
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 



If you wish to report a sighting or have any questions about the MOD's 
position regarding UFOs, you should write to the following address; 

Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 

5 th Floor, Zone H 

Main Building 

London 

SW1A 2HB 

Alternatively you can contact us on any of the following; 

Telephone: 02^21^14M2^iourAnswerphone) 
Fax: OSflUSUfidl 



E-Mail: das-ufo-office@mod.uk 
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Sent: 02 November 2004 18:00 



To: 

Cc: 



1 




'SWS FINIa - Tribune.EBgniBgT5I^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^W 
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Subject: Internet-authorised: IC letter re. new UFO_ classes 



Section 40 



Thank you for copying me in to your message. 

I am very pleased to see that we are now reaching an end-game on these particular classes of 
information. My main comment is about the need to prepare the ground both within MOD and 
externally for the release of this information. I am assuming that the information in the new classes 
is being released for the first time. I know that Ministers were consulted back in March about the 
publication of armed forces survey results - and US of S announced the intention to publish this 
material via a written statement to Parliament. Given (a) the media coverage of information in 
survey reports (not sure if it was these or others, but the principle still applies), and (b) the pressure 
being exerted by the Lord Chancellor for departments to increase the amount of information 
released proactively, I think we need to follow the same course for the other classes. 



The question, therefore, is whether Ministers have been informed of the intention to publish the 
UFO and Trident information. If not, then I think we should make a submission in 
consultation/conjunction with DAS and the SWS IPT. Comments from copy addressees would be 
welcome. 
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From: 

Se nt: 02 Novem ber 2004 16:51 
CcJ 

Subject: IC letter re. new UFO_ classes 




I am about to send this letter to the Information Commissioner - comments to me by 04/1 1/2004 
welcome 



Directorate of Information (Exploitation)-Access PM4 
Ministry of Defence, Zone F, Level 6, 
Main Building, LONDON WC2A 2HB 



Telephone: 

Fax: 

E-Mail: 
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Military Network: 
Fax: 
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Information Commissioner 

Wycliffe House 

Water Lane 

Wilmslow 

Cheshire 

SK9 5AF 



Date: 



2 November 2004 



Dear Sir, 

Notification of new Classes of Information for inclusion in the MO D FOI Publication 
Schem e - Reference Code: W1 000004 

References: A. IC letter W1 000004 dated 12 November 2002 

B. Publication Schemes a Practical Guide: Part I 'Classes' 
V2. dated April 03 

The MOD FOI Publication Scheme, comprising originally of 1 1 1 Classes of Information, 
received the Information Commissioner's approval in November 2002 (Reference A). 

In accordance with the instructions in Paragraph 10.4 of your guidance on publication 
schemes (Reference B) I am writing to inform you of five new Classes of Information that it 
is proposed to include in the MOD Publication Scheme. 

In the light of public interest, the MOD wishes to release information in the following 
category: 

UFO sighting reports: UFO sighting reports received by MOD air staff in 1985 

Correspondence about UFOs: Correspondence received by MOD air staff in 1985 

This will form a series of classes for each year since 1985. However, given the work 
involved in preparing the documents for publication we will concentrate on each year in 
turn. 

In addition, the following classes are proposed and it is confirmed that consideration has 
been given to the public interest in the following topics: 

Results of surveys determining the attitudes of servicemen from 2003 and each 
consecutive year onwards : results of continuous attitude surveys carried out once a year 
covering the Royal Navy, Royal Marines, Army and RAF 

Trident Briefing Pack: Information about the Trident submarine programme covering 
areas of public interest. Prepared and updated annually by the Strategic Weapon System 
IPT of the Defence Logistics Organisation. 



Documents relating to the UFO and Trident classes will be made available on the internet 
site in due course. Results of the Continuous Attitude Surveys are already available in the 
House of Commons Library and on the internet. 

It is proposed that these should now form part of the MOD Publication Scheme. 
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* It is confirmed that in making this information available on the Internet and as part of the 
^yiOD Publication Scheme consideration has been given to the public interest. 

Yours faithfully, 
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From: 

Sent: 1 4 October 2004 14:58 
To: WAlJUitMl 

Subject: RE: 040924 - FOI - Annual report on implementation of the Act 



Thank you for this. 

I read through the Act and current guidance/interpretation on the issue you raised about the length of time to 
retain information that's been the subject of a request. Unfortunately we have received no guidance on this as 
such, so I will now consult the DCA on their opinion. I'll get back to you as soon as I have a response from 
them. 
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From | 

Se nt; 13 October 2004 16:09 
To:[ 

Cc:| 

Subject: RE: 040924 - FOI - Annual report on implementation of the Act 
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Sorry I have yet to reply to the messages from 



Secti 



aipd4©urself 



We had our meeting with EHflUfljE c^ 1 st October and we informed him that we are examining the 
information that we hold on UFOs to see what further information we can make available via the PS. We did 
not tell him (and he did not ask) what information would be available, or when. 



You will be pleased to hear that we have n ow decided wh at we want to call the first of the new UFO classes of 
information for the PS and I have e-mailedBWnBBlS TiW so she can put these to the Information 
Commissioner for approval. We are going to start with information from 1985 and I have requested the five 
files covering this period from archives. As soon as we have received them, we will begin the selection and 
preparation of the documents. Putting the documents into an electronic format is still a problem, as DAS 
currently have no scanners. This is a problem not just for us, but others in DAS, and our 
l-HUB are pursuing it. I hope that by the time we have the IC approval and the information is prepared, this 
may be resolved. 

As for the Lord Chancellor's annual report to Parliament, we are happy for you to mention our plans for the 
new additions to the PS, but I would (if possible) prefer you not to give a firm deadline. This is because the 
speed with which this will happen depends on the issues mentioned above and our ongoing workload. I 
suggest the following could be used for the annual report, which ! have based on S of S's reply to Lord 
Falconer. 



'One area of information which has attracted significant public interest since its inclusion at the launch of the 
Publication Scheme is information about 'unidentified flying objects'. Recognising this interest, MOD is 
currently examining the information held on this subject in order to make more of this information available via 
the Publication Scheme'. 



Please let me know if you wish to discuss further. 
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DAS-FOI 

5 th Floor, Zone H 
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From: 

Se nt: 11 October 2004 17:47 

To: BEBnsnEiM 

Subject: FW: 040924 - FOI - Annual report on implementation of the Act 



Further to(3I55I!!b-msi! of 24 th September (copied below), I was wondering if you'd had a chance to consider 
whether you'd be prepared for us to mention your plans for reviewing/releasing UFO information as an 
example of good practice in our return to the DCA? If so, I would be very grateful if you could provide a few 
lines that you'd be happy to see included. 



Happy to discuss further, 
t 



Infb-Access2 

MoD Main Buildin 
Level 

Tel (Military) 
Tel 
Fax: 
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From:t 

Sent: 24 September 2004 16:39 
Tol 
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Ccj 

Subject: 040924 - FOI - Annual report on implementation of the Act 



Section 40 



The attached letter from the Dept of Constitutional Affairs asks us to contribute to the 
annual report which the Lord Chancellor has to make to Parliament on preparations for 
implementation of the FOI Act. In addition to completing a standard questionnaire, we are 
invited to highlight any examples of best practice - in particular ones which show progress 
towards releasing previously unpublished material. You will sense what is coming! 



We obviously need to be cautious about flagging up ideas that might not come to anything. 
However - as we indicated in the recent advice to S of S - your plan for 
reviewing/releasing the reports of UFO sightings is rather more firm than that. Would you 
be haDnyjTerefore, for this to be mentioned in the annual report? If it is your intention to 
ifttBBSBBEijnnw what is in the wind then I certainly think it would be appropriate to 
acknowledge the plan via this more formal route. 



Grateful for your initial views at this stage. We will then consult i.d.c. about the exact words 
included in the reply. 



Regards 
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From: 

Sent: 1 4 October 2004 08:35 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: Publication Scheme 
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Section 40 



As discussed, below are the titles of the two new classes we would like to add to the 
Publication Scheme. Once these have been approved by the Information Commissioner 
and populated, we will work on 1986 and so on for each year. As it is highly likely that the 
IC will approve these, I will start work on preparing the documents while we are awaiting 
approval. Please could you let me know whether we need IC approval for every new year 
or could we ask him to approve them now? 



UFO sighting reports received by MOD air staff in 1985. 
Correspondence about UFOs received by MOD air staff in 1985. 
Please let me know if you need any further information. 
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DAS-FOI 
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From 

Sent: 20 September 2004 1 1 :39 
To: 
Cc: 
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Subject: 040917 - Proactive Steps to Greater Openness - reply to letter from the Lord Chancellor 
submission to S of S 



Section 40 



I know thatSSEspcke to you this morning about progress in agreeing a new UFO class 
for the Publication Scheme, i have reflected this in the attached submission (para 5) and 
draft reply to the Lord Chancellor. Could you please let me know if this is OK - a.s.a.p I'm 
afraid because of the timescale for reply ! Should I add anyone other than DAS to the 
distribution? 
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Please note that the draft has moved on from the version I sent you last Friday. 



Any comments soonest please. 
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DG Info 3/21/1 



[20] September 2004 



APS/Secretarv of State 



Copy to: 

PS/Minister(AF) 

PS/Minister(DP) 

PS/US of S 

APS/PUS 

PS/2 nd PUS 

PS/Personnel Director 

DG Info 

DGMC 

DGFM 

D Info(Exp) 

DAS 



AD Corporate Memory 
Naval Historical Branch 
Air Historical Branch 
CSG-FOI 

SP Pol - Hd AFBT 
Parliamentary Clerk 
DD/C&L(F&S) Legal 
Special Advisers 
TOG CTL 



LA17 



FREEDOM OF INFORMATION - LETTER FROM THE LORD CHANCELLOR ON 
PROACTIVE DISCLOSURE 

References: 

A. Lord Chancellor's letter of 8 th July 2004 - not to afl 

B. Letter from Lord Filkin dated 6 July 2004 

C. MST 2/9C dated 1 3 August 2004 

D. DG Info 3/21/1 dated 1 2 August 2004 



1 . The Lord Chancellor has asked (Reference A) for further thoughts from 
MISC 28 members and other Cabinet colleagues on a cross-Government package 
of measures for the proactive release of information. 

Recommendation 

2. That Secretary of State should use the draft reply at Annex A . 



3. Urgent . Replies have been requested by 21 September. 
Background 

4. At the Cabinet meeting on 8 July it was agreed that the Government's 
approach to FOI should be based on a dual strategy: robust refusal of requests for 
information that relate to policy-making, balanced by a significant increase - 
volume and breadth - in the proactive release of less sensitive information. In his 



Issue 



Timing 



DRAFT 



DRAFT 



letter to the Prime Minister, the Lord Chancellor reports that good progress is being 
made on the former strand but that much more needs to be done on the second. 
He highlights a concern that the Government will gain no credit from passing the 
FOI Act if the dual strategy is unsuccessful a ....in convincing the public that FOI 
can make a difference to their lives, by giving them more information about the 
things that matter to them". 

5. In Reference C, S of S responded to the ideas for more proactive disclosure 
set out by Lord Filkin (Ref B). There is little to add in reply to the further letter from 
the Lord Chancellor. As explained in my advice on the earlier exchange (Ref D), 
we are encouraging the identification of new classes of information for the 
Publication Scheme and intend to highlight any commitment to break new ground 
in terms of what is made available. One area of public interest where this should 
be possible is the reported sighting of UFOs. When the Publication Scheme was 
first launched (in Nov 2002), the inclusion of some information on this subject led to 
widespread media coverage. The intention is to make available the MOD(Air) files 
containing reports {from members of the public) and our official replies. Starting 
with 1985, the plan is to gradually release the files for later years. Although not 
core MOD business, a steady flow of correspondence confirms that these files will 
be of public interest. The physical effort involved in redacting the records (to 
remove personal data) and convert them to electronic format means that this 
cannot be done immediately but it can be mentioned to the Lord Chancellor as an 
example of our positive intentions. 

6. In addition, some areas of the Department (for example DGFM's staff) have 
plans for a structured review of current policy on the disclosure of core information. 
This could lead to recommendations for a more liberal approach. However, it 
would be premature to draw attention to the prospect of changes that will require 
consideration and agreement (probably inter-departmentally in the case of financial 
and resource information). 

7. When Lord Filkin wrote in early July he did not map out any clear steps or 
timetable for carrying forward the new initiatives he outlined. Indeed, at that stage 
there had been no formal agreement of the dual strategy. While recognising the 
importance of FOI being seen to make a real difference, the Department of 
Constitutional Affairs have left it late in the day to urge the identification of 
proposals that will "...have real bite ....and attract media attention beyond the 
sections of the press particularly interested in FOI." It is clearly desirable to have 
some initiatives lined-up for January 2005, but to sustain the dual strategy there 
will be a need to develop plans for the proactive release of information on a 
continuous basis not just as a one-off exercise. This will require new ways of 
working to make the structured release of background facts, statistics and research 
part of the routine planning for key announcements. 

Presentation 

8. None as such. However, MOD is considered to be a secretive department 
and it is therefore inevitable that our performance in the post-FOI era will be tested 
and subject to close scrutiny. (Indeed, we are currently handling a PQ from James 
Arbuthnot MP which asks whether the department will implement the full terms of 
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the FOI Act). We will have recourse to the first part of the FOI strategy on a regular 
basis, and it is important that we also show active commitment to the second part. 

9. The examples for greater proactivity mooted in the Lord Chancellor's letter 
relate to departments that are in the front line in delivering public services {health, 
education, Home Office). The part which information from these departments can 
play in satisfying public interest is much more obvious and direct than information 
about defence. Nonetheless the principle that background material should be 
released when key policies or issues of keen public interest are being presented to 
the public, is one which the Secretary of State should support. As the dual 
strategy acknowledges, the rationale for withholding information about which there 
is genuine sensitivity is likely to be better understood and accepted if we are seen 
to be taking active steps to make information available where we can. The draft 
letter at Annex A therefore takes this line. 
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ANNEX A 

DRAFT LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO THE LORD 
CHANCELLOR 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 

In your letter of 8 September you explained your concern about the danger of 
negative publicity if we do not do more to demonstrate commitment to the second 
part of our agreed strategy for implementing the FOI Act. You urged colleagues to 
come up with suggestions and plans for releasing more information in a way that 
will attract good publicity and allow the public to see a positive benefit from FOI. I 
am afraid that I have little to add to my reply to Geoff Filkin's letter of 6 July. 

MOD is not really a public-facing department. What we do does not make a 
difference to the day to day lives of ordinary members of the public. I fully accept 
that the information we hold attracts a significant level of interest from some 
sectors - not least because we are often deemed to be over-secretive. There are, 
of course, good reasons for this and my officials will therefore need to make 
frequent use of the exemptions in the Act as well as placing reliance on the first 
part of the dual strategy. 

At the same time I accept that there will be advantages in disclosing information 
proactively where we can. In my earlier letter I confirmed that we are already 
contributing to existing initiatives (such as the National Archives scheme for 
releasing records before they are 30 years old), and that we are continuing to look 
for new Classes of Information for our Publication Scheme. Where we have any 
significant new tranches of information for release we will ensure that these are 
presented in a way that secures maximum credit in the FOI context. One area 
which attracted significant public (and media) interest when we first launched our 
Publication Scheme, was information related to reported sightings of UFOs. Work 
is in hand to include more of this information in the Publication Scheme and this 
should be possible in the first half of next year. As I have said, we will ensure this 
is publicized at the right time. 
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It is clearly desirable to have some initiatives lined-up for the turn of the year, but to 
sustain the dual strategy there will be a need to develop plans for the proactive 
release of information on a continuous basis not just as a one-off exercise. This 
will require management to make the structured release of background facts, 
statistics and research part of the routine planning for key announcements. 
For the longer term, my officials will look at the possibility of following this course 
when we have a key decision or policy announcement to make. However, as I said 
in my letter to Geoff Filkin it will take time and effort to establish this as a routine 
new way of working. 

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, MISC 28 members, other Cabinet 
colleagues and Sir Andrew Turnbull. I would be grateful if I could look to your staff 
to ensure it also goes to Departmental FOI Champions and Departmental 
Communications Directors.. 
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From: 

Sent: 20 September 2004 11:16 

To: [SIHlES^B 

Cc: lnfo-AccessPM4; lnfo-AccessAD;| 
Subject: Additional UFO material for the MOD Publication Scheme 



Section 40 



Hi 



Further to our conversation this morning tgsMJMigdi] is advising S of S for his reply to the Lord Chancellor on 
FOI progress that additional UFO materiaTwTTl start to be added to the Publication Scheme in the next few 
months. As you might expect, we will need to be se en to be hono uring this commitment and may be asked 
for an update on progress at some time in the future. (SHSnfilsnCj stand ready to help you with agreeing the 
Class descriptions we will use and to work out the practical method of preparing the material for publication. 
Presumably you will soon be calling back the set of files containing the 1985 reports so that you can get a 
clear idea of what the first stage of the task will entail. Please couid you keep us informed of progress and 
anything that is impedes it. 



Look forward to hearing from you. 
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lnfo-AccessPM1 
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From: IPR-CTM3. REBnE1iKi] Mon behalf of IPR-CTM3 
Sent: 25 August 2004 13:0 3 

To: JSSO^^H 

Subject: RE: Crown Copyright 
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When you send them the information tell them to contact the MOD Copyright Unit, the details are: 
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ISection 



MOD Abbey Wood 

Bristol 

BS34 8JH 



Section 40 



Tel 

Fa)| 

E-mail ipr-cu@d pa.m od.uk 

Regards 
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O riginal Message 

From Ja^KnffliEISlHIHI 

Sent: fS~Augiist 2 064 12:18 
To: IPR-CTM3 

Subject: RE: Crown Copyright 
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Thank you for your help. It looks like I will have to tell my enquirer to write to the MOD Copyright Unit. 
I do not seem to be able to find them on our wonderful new DM directories. Are they part of your 
organisation and/or do you have an address? 



Section 40 



DAS-FOI 
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From: IPR-CTM3,! 

S ent: 25 August 20W09124" 
TojZ 

Cc: LEGAL ADVISERS-LAI 7; IPR-CTM 
Subject: RE: Crown Copyright 



Dear All, 

I am unsure of peoples knowledge as to the relationship between FOI and copyright, so apologies for 
the proverbial granny's and sucking eggs. 



The way we describe FOI, is the ability of a person to achieve "self enlightenment' by accessing the 
information available by virtue of the various provisions of the FOI Act, The information they are 
provided with is a copy of the original and it may not be further reproduced without the permission of 
the copyright owner. In our case the majority will be owned by the Crown and they would be infringing 
the Crowns copyright if they made copies, although there are a number of exceptions under the 
Copyright Designs and Patents Act 1988. Essentially these exceptions are its use for private study or 
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non-commercial research (s29) or criticism, news reporting or review <s30). Where the information 
does not belong to the Crown, we have to have permission of the copyright owner before we can copy 
it and that includes copying it to supply for an FOl request. 



Therefore while it may be determined that no fee will be payable under the FOl for the provision of the 
material, where a person/organisation intends to commercially exploit the materia! they will require a 
licence from the MODs Copyright Unit and a fee will be charged. Where the information is not going to 
be commercially exploited, for instance a person receives information under FOl and intends to put it 
on a website, they would still need a licence before reproducing it {and we are still likely to charge a 
licence fee) otherwise it will be an infringement of the Crown's copyright. 

It is essential, therefore, that any information made available through the publication scheme clearly 
identifies who owns the copyright. If it is wrongly marked as Crown Copyright, when it is in fact owned 
by one of our contractors, and the MOD licence's it's use to a third party, we leave ourselves open to 
an action for infringement and damages. 

On the MODs external website (www.mod.uk), if you go to the bottom of the home page and click on 
copyright the wording below is shown. 



Freedom of Information 



Supply of information under the Freedom of Information Act does not give the person or organisation 
the automatic right to reuse the documents in a way which will infringe copyright, for example, by 
making multiple copies, publishing or issuing copies to the public' 

This statement should be made on any release of information under the FOl Act to ensure that the 
recipient is in no doubt as to the position they are in. 



If you wish to discuss any of the points raised above please give me a call. 



Regards 



Section 40l 
I 



Intellectual Property Rights Group 
Ministry of Defence 
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O riginal Message- 

From: ^~ 

Sent: 24 Au gust fuu4 17:45_ 

To: n j R-cuH5nHiF5]M 

Subject: FW: Crown Copyright 
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We spoke, PSA, thanks for your help on this 

(works in the Crown Copyright Team at DPA. 

Regards 



Section 40 



From: 



Section 40 
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Sen t: 24 August 2004 13:0 

to: ESBnBBEiH 

Cc: LEGAL ADVISERS-LA17 
Subject: RE: Crown Copyright 
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It is one of the Rendlesham Forest documents in the UFO Correspondence class and can be 
accessed for free. 
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From: | 
Sent: 24 August 2004 12: 10 



LEGAL ADVISERS-LA17 



SubjectTTWTCrown Copyright 




Was it on the publication scheme as readily available or something that would be released for a 
fee? 

I've copied in BBMWlD^ I 7 ^^* grlftful for any advice you can offer on the crown 
copyright issue. 

Regards 
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From:| 

Sent: 24 August 2004 11:45 
To|T 

Subject: Crown Copyright 
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I have received a letter from Macmillan Education Australia (a publisher of 
educational books for primary and secondary schools) who want to use an 
image of the Lt Col Charles Holt memo which we have put in the publication 
scheme as part of one of our classes on UFOs. They want to print this 
document in 5000 copies of a publication called 'Marvels and Mysteries' which 
is used by primary school children. 

I would be grateful for some advice as to whether this would be subject to 
Crown Copyright regulations and if so, what do we have to do about this 
request?. 
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DAS-FOI 

5 th Floor, Zone H 
MB 
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From: 



ISection 40 



Sent: 24 August 2004 1 7:27 
To: IPR-CU; 
Subject: FW: Crown Copyright 



Section 40 



We spoke, PSA, thanks for your help on this 

|works in the Crown Copyright Team at DPA. 

Regards 
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From: t 
Se nt: 24 August 2004 13:00 
To: ktUJMililiJ^^^H 

Cc: 1.EGAL ADVISERS-LA17 
Subject: RE: Crown Copyright 



Section 40 



It is one of the Rendlesham Forest documents in the UFO Correspondence class and can be accessed for 
free. 




From:g||||pi 

Sent^TOuausj 

ToiSSfHEl! 



LEGAL ADVISERS-LAI 7 



Subject: FW: Crown Copyright 
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Was it on the publication scheme as readily available or something that would be released for a fee? 
I've copied iti BHSnSlSE I LAi7. {355ff grs:elful for any advice you can offer on the crown copyright issue. 
Regards 



Section 40 



From 
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Sen t: 24 August 2004 11: 45 
Subject: crown Copyright 
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I have received a letter from Macmilian Education Australia (a publisher of educational 
books for primary and secondary schools) who want to use an image of the Lt Col Charles 
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memo which we have put in the publication scheme as part of one of our classes on 
UFOs. They want to print this document in 5000 copies of a publication called 'Marvels 
and Mysteries' which is used by primary school children. 

I would be grateful for some advice as to whether this would be subject to Crown Copyright 
regulations and if so, what do we have to do about this request?. 
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DAS-FOI 

5 th Floor, Zone H 
MB 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: ■Personal); 
Subject: Re: TNT Archives 



24 August 2004 15:17 
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Firstly, please let me apologise on behalf of TNT. I will endeavour to remedy this on your behalf. 
The process that is currently being undertaken is as follows: 

My team have raised a complaint proforma on TNT and have passed it to them as of today. 

We have given TNT 4 working days to respond to the query, with an explanation, a remedy and a 

way forward. 

A member of my team will chase this query on a daily basis until it has been actioned. 
One of my team will contact you with the response. 

Again, please accept my apologies, but rest assured this will be investigated. 

Very Kind Regards 



|Section 4C 
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Ministry of Defence 
C/ Q TNT Archive Services, Ha yes 
Tell 
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— OnginaUdessage 



To: 
Cc: 



Section 40 



Sent: Monday, August 23, 2004 2:45 PM 
Subject: TNT Archives 



Dear 



Section 40 



I have been given your name by wsaiftriEM MQD, Information {Records)1, because I wish to make a 
complaint about the service we are receiving from TNT Archive Services. 

I work for the Directorate of Air Staff in the MOD and deal with correspondence from the public on 
'unidentified flying objects'. I am also this Directorate's Freedom of Information officer. 

We have a number of our UFO files stored at the Archives in Hayes and often have to retrieve them in order 
to answer requests for information from the public. We have been experiencing problems with requests for 
files goin g unanswered and the files never arriving. The most recent example of this was when my 
colleague EfjHjlt!iEi] |faxed a request to TNT for two files on 29 July 04. The files did not arrive and 
despite the fa ct heraddres s and telephone number were on the fax, she received no calls to say there were 
any problems ERHfl Wrer; s ent a letter on the 6 th August asking when the files were going to be sent, to 
which there has been no reply. She made a telephone call on the 10 th August and spoke to a lady, named 
asked her to fax the details of the request again, which she did. So meone name d^Bjefoaiol 
mail on 16 ,h August asking us to contact her, but whenf 



Section 



message on 



IOC 



call back, no 
elpiine this 



one was answering t he TNT helpline number, soUJJJJflvotfrjigain. I telephoned the 
morning and spoke to jsSinHiKill 'vho appeared not to know what I was talking about and was unable to 
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locate any of our previous requests. She has taken my telephone number and said she would ca!i me back 
today. I await her call. 

I hope you will appreciate that we have to comply with the Code of Practice on Access to Government 
Information which is soon to be replaced by open government legislation, namely, the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000. Both of these say that we must respond to requests for information from the public 
within 20 working days of receipt. It is therefore, essential that we are able to retrieve our files from the 
Archives in the shortest time possible. Before TNT took over the Hayes Archive we were receiving our files 
back within 3 days of requesting them and if any could not be immediately located the Hayes staff had the 
courtesy to call us and inform us of this. Not only are we not now receiving our files and havjnc^fwjhase 
TNT many times, but there is not even a call to explain what the problem is (if there is one). P5»»MiE*] nas 
found both of the files I have requested on this occasion listed on the FAS system as stored at Hayes, within 
5 minutes of looking for them. 

This is a totally unacceptable service, which I hope you will take up with TNT. Should you need any further 
details please feel free to contact me. 
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MOD 

DAS-FOI 

5 th Floor, Zone H 

Main Building 

Whitehall 

London 

SW1A2HB 
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From: 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Informati 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
5 th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, Londo 




Telephone 



Dll 

E-Mail 



(Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 

(GTN) 
DAS-FOI 
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2HB 
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020 fZi 6 yOOO 
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AMP Sec B & C2a Your Reference 

HOPTr PTC/342036/6/B&C 

„ VtT. ^ Our Reference 

RAF Innsworth D/DAS/64/1 

Gloucester Date 

GL3 1EZ 30 th July 2004 



DUTY PERSONNEL OFFICER ORDERS 

Reference A: PTC/34203 6/6/B&C dated 8 March 2004 
B: D/DAS/64/1 dated 15 March 2004 

Further to references A and B, I am writing to inform you of my new title and contact details for 
the Duty Personnel Order No. 17 concerning reports of Unidentified Flying Objects, the details of 
which are at the top of this letter. 

Please note that the telephone number given here is for official use only and should not be given 
to members of the public. We have a UFO answerphone where the public can leave details of 
their UFO sightings and the number for this is 020 721 8 2140. There is a slight technical 
problem with this telephone line at present, but this should be resolved shortly. Our address, fax 
number or my e-mail address can be given to the public, if they wish to contact us direct. 
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DAS-FOI 

5 th Floor, Zone H 

MB 
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From: 


I 






u^ 1 



To: 
Subject: 



internet-authorised: FVV: Publication Scheme 



Hi 



Section 40 



Thanks for update of yr address. I'm up on the 
hopefully it all went well! 



Section 40 



When you read this you will have moved in - so 



Have you made any further progress with assessing the actual number of documents which will need processing for 
the PS? 

I'm on leave for 2 weeks from the 17/07 but perhaps we can touch base on my return 
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6th Floor, Zone F 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
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email (external:! 
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From: DAS-Sec3 
Sent: 09 July 2004 10:16 
To: Infb-AccessPM4 
Subject: Publication Scheme 



Section 40 



We are moving back to MB today and I have just realised that the Publication Scheme address 
etc will be out of date. I would be grateful if you could amend the following details; 

From Monday 12 July 2004 

Address: Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 
' 5th Floor 
Zone H 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 



My e-mail address is changing to: 
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The answerphone number will remain the same, but we are having some difficulties with the line 
for the an swerphone, so in the short term people may want to write, e-mail or fax to| 
Maybe you could add a note to that effect. 



Section 
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Sorry about the short notice and inconvenience caused. So much to do, so little time! 



i 
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EAS-Sec3 
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2 



A 



TNT Archive Services 



Please find enclosed the following files which have been requeste 
from the archives and are now returned. 

D/Sec(AS)56/1 pt D - RAF Operations training in the UK. 

Sonic booms & other breaches of flying 
regulations. 



MO/9/18 pt 1 
D/Sec(AS)64/3 pt J 
D/Sec(AS)64/3 pt L 
D/Sec(AS)12/1 ptA 
D/Sec(AS)12/2ptA 
D/Sec(AS)12/2ptB 
D/Sec(AS)12/2ptC 
D/Sec(AS)12/2 pt H 
D/Sec(AS)12/3 ptB 



UFOs Policy 

UFOs Public Correspondence 

UFOs Public Correspondence 

UFOs Policy 

UFOs Reports 

UFOs Reports 

UFOs Reports 

UFOs Reports 

UFOs Correspondence 



So I can be sure these files have reached you safely I would be 
grateful if you could sign or stamp the enclosed copy of this form 
and return it to me at the following address. 
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Ministry of Defence 
Directorate of Air Staff - Secretariat 3 
Room 6/73 
Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 
London 
WC2N 5BP 
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Telephone 
8 June 2004 
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f mm 



t 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



lnfoAccess-PM1 
07 June 200412:44 
DAS-Sec3 

DAS-SecAD; Dl BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of; D UK-S01 AIR 
OPS 2; !nfoAccess-PM4; lnfo-Records1; Dt BCR-CG AD 
RE: UFO Information for the Publication Scheme 
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I have been somewhat delayed in getting back to you on this. I agree with EEBBS tteit we do not want to draw 
attention to the omission of any material that may be held by DIS. With a view to meeting the requirement that all 
material attributable to a Class of Information must be published I can suggest the following titles/definitions for the 
classes you want to open for each year from 1 985 on: 



'Unidentified Flying Object reports for 1985: 

during 1985 {personal data removed).' 



Reports of UFO sightings received from all sources by MOD UK Air 



'Unidentified Flying Object correspondence for 1985: Correspondence on UFOs received by MOD UK Air from 
the general public during 1985 (personal data removed),' 

I have used "MOD UK Air" to embrace both DAS and D UK Air and thereby exclude DIS. If we are asked by those in 
the know about additional materia! held by DIS, then an agreed statement will need to be issued about the current 
non-availability of these records due to asbestos contamination..., and what the plan is for recovering them. The 
Classes for each successive year would only need to be opened when that material was ready for publishing. As a 
first step and to examine the feasibility, I believe you were going to size the job by calling back all the of the files for a 
particular year, to look at the number of documents and amount of redaction required. 

Please let me know if these draft Classes will suffice. 
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Info Access-PM1 


|Section 4C 







-Original Message- 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



DAS-Sec3 

11 May 2004 17:32 
infoAccess-PMl 

DAS-SecAD; 01 BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of; D UK-SOl AIR OPS 2; InfoAccess-PM4; Info- 

Recordsl; DI BCR-CG AD 

UFO Information for the Publication Scheme 
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As discussed earlier, in light of Dt BCR-CG AD's comments on the DIS information in the 
contaminated archive and the notes in the PS class description, we clearly need to give this 
very careful thought. I will be away on leave until the 24th May, but prehaps you (and the 
copy addressees) may like to give it some thought in the meantime. 

As you would not have seen my earlier proposal on the title of the new classes and their 
contents, this is attached. 

« File: UFO FILE REVIEW- Proposal April 04.doc » 

By way of background you may wish to be aware that we know that there is a keen public 
interest in this subject and DAS already receives a large number of requests for information 
under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. Some of our 
correspondents have indicated an interest in the forthcoming FOIA and we think it is highly 
likely that we could receive an increased number of requests when access rights come in in 
January 2005. From the files we have already seen in dealing with these requests, it is clear 



i 



^ 



that a large number of them do not contain anything that would not be releasable if requested. 
0e therefore have embarked on an exercise to make as much of this information as possible 
^ccessable to the public by using the publication scheme, thus reducing the amount of 

requests we have to handle in the future. 

What to call the new classes and what to populate them with has become a bit of a tricky 
issue. My initial thoughts were to have a class for UFO Reports and one for UFO 
Correspondence for each year towards the present day. After discussions with Info- 
Recordsl , 1985 seemed the best place to start. As our experience of dealing with requests 
under the Code shows most requests are of the nature "everthing the MOD holds on the 

incident of January 1985". This meant that we wanted to include reports and 

correspondence from all the branches who have handled UFO material, not just DAS. D UK 
S01 -Air has agreed to include information which may have been held on her files but not on 
DAS files, on cases where reports have been referred for further investigation. DIS 
information can not be added in a similar way at this time because of the asbestos 
contamination. 

It is my understanding that once we have given the class a name we are commited to 
publishing everything in the class. We therefore have to be very careful not to give a class a 
title if we are not going to put that information in it. Maybe we can all give the proposed 
class names etc some thought and discuss further when I return from leave. 
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DAS-Sec3 
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Sent: 07 May 2004 1 6:46 

To: DAS-Sec3 
Cc: DAS-SecAD; Dl BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of; D UK-S01 AIR 

OPS 2; lnfoAccess-PM4; lnfo-Records1 
Subject: RE: Release of information on UFOs 



Thank you. Your proposal to specifically name PIS fi les as being potentially releasable could be a 
hostage to fortune. I will need to speak to EBSBliKil fADI ALM formerly Dl 55b) who is out this 
week before being able to clarify. 

! would prefer not to draw specific attention to DIS in the PS, as this couid also lead to additional 
correspondence and requests for information, which this whole exercise is designed to prevent. If 
we do receive requests for DIS files, then we couid deal with them on an ad hoc basis. If we are 
inundated Jhenwe could consider adding a caveat to the Publication Scheme in the future. 
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Dl BCR CG AD 
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— Original Message — 



From: DAS-Sec3 

Sent: 07 May 2004 15:35 

To: D! BCR-CG AD 

Cc: DAS-SecAD; Dl BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of; D UK-S01 AIR OPS 2; lnfoAccess-PM4; Info- 

Reoordsl 

Subject: RE: Release of information on UFOs 
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Thank you for your reply. 

With reference to your comments about the note on the DIS information, this was included 
because while I appreciate that UFO reports were once copied to DIS and D UK-S01 Air and 
both of your files therefore contain identical copies of reports sent to DAS, D UK-S01 Air's files 
also sometimes include background information on alleged UFO incidents. This information i s not 
recorded on DAS files. For example when a UFO report from a credible witness (ie Military or civif 
pilot, Air Traffic Controller, Policeman) is received in DAS, it is referred to D UK-S01 Air who 
make enquiries with other parties such as RAF Fylingdaies and Neatishead. D UK-S01 Air then 
reply to DAS, most often that the report contained nothing of defence significance. The original 
report and D UK-SOl Air's reply are therefore on the DAS file, but the enquiries with the other 
parties will only be recorded on D UK-S01 Air's files. If we only include the original report in the 
Publication Scheme (PS) and no background information where it is available, the public will still 
be able to make an FOIA request for it and make the whole reason for publishing this information 
pointless. With the agreement of D UK-S01 Air, it is therefore, my intention to include in the PS 
an the available information on UFO reports regardless of whose file it is held on and this was one 
of the reason for included in the review all the information held by branches which have (or have 
had) an interest in UFOs. 

I have not seen any of the DIS UFO files, so would be grateful if you could confirm whether DIS 
took any action at all on the UFO reports they received or just mearly read and filed them. If the 
former, then it is likely that they contain nothing different to what we have on our files and we 
have no need to include the note in the PS, but if the later, we still need to consider adding this 
information in the future if possible. 



* Finally, it is worth baring in mind that this subject attracts conspiracy theorist and the public are 
wi^ware of the distribution of these reports, They may therefore become suspicious if the only 
information they see published comes from DAS and D UK Air and there is no mention of Di's 
role. In the long term this could also lead to additional correspondence and requests for 
information, which this whole exercise is designed to prevent. 

Please give me a call if you need further clarification. I will be on leave from 12-21 May inclusive. 



DAS-Sec3 




Original Message' 



From: 



Dl BCR-CG AD 
07 May 2004 12:07 
DAS-Sec3 

DAS-SecAD; Dl BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of; D UK-S01 AIR OPS 2; lnfoAccess-PM4; Info- 
Records 1 

RE: Release of information on UFOs 



Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 



Subject: 



« File: LM TO DAS - Publication scheme.doc » 
PSA, 




Dl BCR CG AD 




— Original Message 
From: D 



DAS-Sec3 
27 April 2004 12:26 

D UK-S01 AIR OPS 2; Dl BCR-CG AD; lnfoAccess-PM4; lnfo-Records1 
DAS-SecAD; Dl BCR-D; DI55B; InfoExp-AccessAD; AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Release of information on UFOs 



Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 



Subject: 



Please see the attached. 



« File: FILE REVIEW- Proposal April 04.doc » 
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LOOSE MINUTE 

D/DAS/64/1 (p) 
27 April 2004 



D UK-SOl AIR OPS 2 
DI BCR CG AD 
InfoAccess-PM4 
Info-Recordsl 

Copy to: 
DAS-SecAD 
DI BCR D 
DI55B 

InfoExp-AccessAD 
Hdof AHB 



UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS -NEW CLASSES OF INFORMATION FOR THE 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION PUBLICATION SCHEME 

Reference A:D/D AS/64/1 dated 16 April 2003 
B:D/DAS/64/l dated 23 May 2003 
C:D/D AS/64/1 dated 18 August 2003 
D:D/DI BCR/10/8/3 dated 20 August 2003 

1 . Thank you for your comments late last year concerning the release of information on 
UFOs into the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme(PS). Taking into account 
your comments and advice from Info-Recordsl regarding future arrangements with The 
National Archives (TNA), I propose that we now proceed as follows. 

2 In light of the forthcoming access rights under the Freedom of Information Act, 
an exercise is already underway to consider whether files held at TNA which are due for 
release between 2006-2009 could be released in January 2005 or soon after. A final decision 
has yet to be made, but if this goes ahead it is likely that in the future, information will be made 
available to the public immediately on transfer to TNA instead of being held in the archive 
until the 30 year point. I therefore propose that to allow for a sufficient period between 
redacted information appearing in the PS and the original material being fully open at TNA, 
the start date for inclusion in the PS should be revised to 1985 instead of 1980 as proposed in 
Reference C. 

3. With regard to the new classes of information I propose to start with two classes for 
each year from 1985 to date. The first would be titled 'UFO Reports received by the MOD in 
1985' and will contain all of the UFO reports received from members of the public, military 
personnel, civil pilots, air traffic controllers, policeman etc. As DIS files are currently 
unavailable due to the asbestos contamination in the OWOB basement area, we will include 
reports from DAS and D UK Air files only at this stage. To reflect this the class will include a 
note such as: 'This class does not include any UFO reports which may have been received by 



the Defence Intelligence department of the MOD. These documents are currently inaccessible 
due to asbestos contamination in the archive storage area. These documents may be added at a 
later date'. 

4. I believe that it is important to include all the reports regardless of the source, because 
in our experience, the public are more interested in credible witness reports than they are from 
those from members of the public and any attempt to exclude these could lead to accusations 
that we have something to hide. Also, we have released such reports on request in the past. 
All personal data will be redacted in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998 (DP A 98). 
DI BCR CG AD has raised concerns that this title would mean that we would be committed to 
the release of military reports of possible incursions into the UK Air Policing Area. However, 
D UK-SOl Air has confirmed that such incidents are not classed as UFO reports or reported in 
the same way. 

5. The second class of information would be titled 'UFO correspondence received from 
members of the public in 1985'. This title has been changed since Reference C to reflect the 
comments of DI BCR CG AD who felt that 'UFO correspondence received by MOD' was too 
broad a term and could be interpreted to mean internal MOD correspondence. Although this 
would seem inconsistent with the naming of the class for UFO reports, I can not recall seeing 
material that could be classed as correspondence from credible witnesses that was not related 
to a report, therefore all the released correspondence would be from members of the public. 
Again all personal data would be redacted in accordance with DP A 98. 

6. I would be grateful if you could let me know if you have any comments on this 
proposal by COP 7 May 2004. I then intend to ask InfoAccess-PM4 to seek the Information 
Commissioner's agreement to the addition of these classes into the PS. 



(Original Signed) 
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DAS-Sec3 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



DA5-Sec3 



lnfoAccess-PM4 

29 March 2004 11:38 

DAS-Sec3 

RE: Publication Scheme 




Hi 




Will try and do that before Easter! 




Original Message 

From: DAS-Sec3 
Sent: 26 March 2004 10:13 

To: InfoAccess-PM4 
Subject: Publication Scheme 




I have revised the MOD UFO policy statement which is in the Publication Scheme because my 
section title and e-mail address have changed. I have also taken the opportunity to swap the 
words around a bit to make it read better. Please could you arrange for the old version to be 
removed and this one inserted. I hope this does not cause you too much inconvenience. 



« File: Publication Scheme - UFO Policy Statement.doc » 




DAS-Sec3 




i 



2 k Mo^X ^ac%t 

lnfoAccess-PM4 
Publication Scheme 



Section 40 



I have revised the MOD UFO policy statement which is in the Publication Scheme because my 
section title and e-mail address have changed. I have also taken the opportunity to swap the 
words around a bit to make it read better. Piease could you arrange for the old version to be 
removed and this one inserted. I hope this does not cause you too much inconvenience. 



Publication Scheme ^ 
UFO Folic... 
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Subject: 



l 



MOD Policy on Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) (p 

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO / flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. To date the MOD knows of no evidence which 
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

The MOD examines any 'UFO' reports it receives solely to establish 
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; 
namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's 
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air 
activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United 
Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has 
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature 
of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, 
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if 
resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the 
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an 
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 



If you wish to report a sighting or have any questions about the MOD's 
position regarding UFOs, you should write to the following address; 

Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) 3 

Room 6/73 

Metropole Building 

Northumberland Avenue 

London 

WC2N 5BP 



Alternatively you can contact us on any of the following; 

Telephone: 020-7218-2140 (2 4 hour Answerphone) 
Fax: paSwiEq ^^^^B 

E-Mail: das-sec3@defence.mod.uk 
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Fromj 

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat^ 

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London 
WC2N 5BP ' 




Telephone 



CHOts 
E-Mail 



(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 
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020 7218 9000 
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OAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
das-laopspoM ©defence, mod.uk 



AMP Sec B&C2a 
HQ PTC 
RAF Innworth 
Gloucester 
GL3 1EZ 



Your Reference 
PTC/34203 6/6/B&C 

Our Reference 
D/D AS/64/1 

Date 

15 March 2004 



DUTY PERS ONNEL OFFICER ORDERS 

1 Thank you for the opportunity to review the Duty Personnel Officer Order No 1 7 
concerning Unidentified Flying Objects. Please amend the following paragraphs as shown. 

Paralb. Change post title from DAS (LA) Ops & Poll to DAS-Sec 3. 

Para 2. Change post title from DAS(LA) Ops & Pol 1 to DAS-Sec 3 . 

Bottom of the page. Sponsor: Change DAS(LA) Ops & Poll to DAS-Sec 3. 

2. Please note that on 9 July 2004 we are due to move back to the refurbished Main Building 
so our address will change. We do not yet have details of our full address, but I will advise V ou of 
the changes in due course. All telephone and fax numbers, and signal addresses should remain 
the same. 
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DAS-Sec3 
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HEADQUARTERS 

PERSONNEL AND TRAINING COMMAND 



ROYAL AIR FORCE INNSWOR TH. GLOUCFSTF R GL3 1EZ 
Reply to: AMP Sec Briefing & Co-ord2aP 
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Telephone Gloucester 
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See Distribution 



Your Reference 

Our Reference PTC/342036/6/B&C 
Date 8 March 2004 



DUTY PERSONNEL OFFICER ORDERS 

1 . The Duty Personnel Officer Orders are due for reissue at the end of April 04. A copy of the 
Order(s) that you sponsor is enclosed and you are requested to make any amendments that are 
necessary and return the Order(s) to me by 5 Apr 04. 



2. Your assistance is greatly appreciated. 
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AMP Sec B&C2a 
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Distribution: 



DAS(LA)Ops & Poll, Metropole Bldg (Order No 17) 

HQ PTC, BFM, Rm G4 (Order No 20) 

HQ PTC, PersSyl, Rm G126 (Order No 16) 

HQ PTC, S01 RAF Cer & UP, Rm G39 (Order No 15) 

HQ PTC, ICP1, Rm G105 (Order Nos 2, 12) 

HQ PTC, ICP2, Rm G105 (Order Nos 1, 13, 14) 

HQ PTC, S01 PM PTC, Rm G19 (order No 1) 

HQ PTC, FT ME, Rm S1 18 (Order No 1 1 ) 

HQ PTC, S03 PC4, Rm G22 (Order No 7) 

HQ PTC, CFSO, Rm S20 (Order Nos 4, 5) 

RAF Innsworth, WO Comms (Order No 3) 

RAF Innsworth, Station Security Officer (Order No 19) 



C0 tJtTO^5TFIED 



UNO£A®STPPED 



ORDERS FOR HQPTC DUTY STAFF OFFICER 

ORDER NO 17 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

1. All sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) ale to be reported using the format at 
Annex A. Reports are to be submitted as follows: 

a. Out of working hours and only if considered of major significance to Chief Defence 
Staff Duty Officer (CDSDO). The CDS DO may be contacted on MOD Main Building, Tel 
GPTNp 
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b. At any time to MOD, DAS(LA) Ops & Poll, Room 6/73, Metropole Building , 
Northumberland Avenue, London. Tel GPTN EgSBBEil l I Use SIC-Z6F with 

signal messages. 



CDSDO will pass all reports submitted out of hours to DAS (LA) Ops & Pol 1. 



3. Outside normal working hours all enquiries from the Press a re to be referred to the Duty Press 
Officer at MOD who may be contacted at MOD Main Building, Tel ^BBBEil l [The 

Press may be given the following direct dial BT Tel No for the Duty Press Officer 020 7218 7907. 



May 03 



Sponsor: M OD DAS(LA)Qps & Pol 1 
Tel:HSSlE3l 
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UNiOkASSiFIED 



UNQtASSeED 



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING 



1 


Date and time of sighting, 
(Duration of sighting) 




2 


Description of object. 

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, 

brightness, noise) 




3 


Exact position of observer. 
(Indoors/ outdoors, 
stationary /moving.) 




4 


How object was observed. 
(Naked eye, binoculars, other 
optical device, camera or 
camcorder) 




5 


Direction in which object was 
first seen. 

(A landmark may be more helpful 
than a roughly estimated bearing) 




6 


Approximate distance. 




7 


Movements and speed, 
(side to side, up or down, 
constant, moving fast, slow) 





UN®bftS3ffi>IED 



UNGkAi&SfflED 



8 


Weather conditions during 
observation. 

(cloudy, haze, mist, cleat) 




9 


To whom reported. 
(Police, military, press etc) 




10 


Name, address and telephone no 
of informant. 




11 


Other Witnesses. 




12 


Remarks. 




13 


Date and time of receipt. 





UN6i s raBTPlED 




Sent: 09 March 2004 1 1 :22 
To: DAS-Sec3 

Subject: RE: Internet-Authorised: FOIA - 30 year rule 
lekWUiftl' 

Your 2nd para: the exercise we are currently engaged on: examining lists of material (in this case 1,200 files 
in TNA custody with a release date of 2006 or later) will only lead to the recall of a few potentially interesting 
files due to its title. Our examination of the list only revealed around 60 for recall and a final check. The great 
bulk we are simply "taking a chance" on! On the basis that they were cleared for normal release thus any 
residual sensitivity would have been sufficiently low to cause few, if any problems, the files being recalled 
cover subjects we have only, in recent years, become a little concerned about ie Northern Ireland, nuclear 
issues. 

As for the missing files - 22 UFO files - that these have been missed from the exercise is worrying. Although 
the UFO files will not being recall for a final examination, unless you wish to view them, of more concern have 
any other files been missed, perhaps those that we might just have concerns about. 

My question to TNA about files missing from the list is relevant. Should any be missing from the list we will be 
in no position to claim an exemption, thus I deduce that missing files will be automatically releasedl I will be 
interested to see TNA's response! 



Section 


40 







— Original Message — 

From: DAS-Sec3 

Sent: 09 March 2004 10:51 

To: Info-Recordsl 

Cc: DAS-Sec; DAS-SecAD 

Subject: RE: Internet-Authorised: 



Thanks for sight of this| 
files, isn't he?. 



FOIA - 30 year rule 

pally is trying every angle possible to obtain access to these 



I assume that records released under the "accelarated opening exercise" will not be redacted in 
anyway ie. they will contain individuals personal details and will be fully open as if they were over 30 
years old. If this is the case, as the records have been in archives for a number of years, do we get 
any opportunity to view them for information we may wish to withold under FO! exemptions, or is it 
assumed that as they have already been through your staff's review process, that it is OK for them to 
be released? 



With regard to the 22 missing files, if EEBB bas iisled them off PROCAT and they are not part of the 

tni^iean 1 



accelarated opening exercise, does t! 
have simply missed them from the exercise? 
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DAS-Sec3 



That they have either already been released or that TNA 
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Original Message 

From: Info-Recordsl 
Sent: 05 March 2004 09:00 
To: DAS-Sec3 



06/06/2005 



Page 2 of 5 



Subject: FW: Internet-Authorised: FOIA - 30 year rule 

461 



Section 



A hidden copy (fn view of the subject matter). 

The accelerated opening exercise relates to the "automatic" release of records held at TNA that 
are not yet 30-years old. TNA claim about 100,000 such files are held, approx 1254 are said to 
be MOD, but I've reduced the number slightly. 

Of concern the omission of 22 files transferred to Kew 2.5 to 5 years ago! 



Section 4 



i 



— original Message 

From: Info-Recordsl 
Se nt: 05 March 2004 08:53 
To:f 
Cc:[ 

Subject: Internet-Authorised: FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 40 



Very grateful for sight of this exchange - the enquirer is well know in MOD. 

Of the 30 files identified in the email (two are duplicated entries) only three are shown on the 
accelerated opening exercise - DEFE 24/977, 978 & 979. 

22 AIR pieces transferred to Kew at various dates - 6 April 1999, 1 Feb 200 and (the bulk) 2 Oct 
2001 - do not appear on the TNA return! 

5 - DEFE 24/1205. 1206 & 1207, plus DEFE 71/34 & 35 - are still to be transferred! 

Does this mean that the 22 files not shown on the accelerated opening list would have been 
automatically released in the absence of an exemption claim (assuming one applied!)? 

One wonders whether have any more slipped through the crack? 
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O riginal Message- 

From| 

Se nt: 05 March 2004 07:41 
Subject: FW: FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 4 



Meant to copy you this for info at the time. 
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-Original Message — 

From [^HJHJESB 

Sent: 17 rebrua ryzo04l0 : 59 
To:|~ 
Cc:| 

Subject: RE: FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 40 



Section 40 



06/06/2005 



Page 3 of 5 



Many thanks for your e-mail. I am including in my reply Eraslfflil 11 '^ TNA client manager 
for MoO. 

As we discussed, TNA is in the process of asking government departments to review the 
records held at TNA closed under the 30 year rule of the Public Records Act 
since the rule will be replaced from January 2005 by public access to all information not 
covered by exemptions in the FOI Act. 



Our timetable for this review is to gather responses from departments by the end of July 
and, where indicated by them, to open records not believed to contain FOI exempt 
material from 4 January 2005 to public inspection here at Kew. Obviously I cannot 
prejudge what the outcome will be in respect of the piece references below, however, if 
for any reason they are not made open in Jan 2005, you are still entitled to ask to see the 
records under the FOI Act and in consultation with MoD, TNA would review the records 
concerned to see what can be released. 



There is an exemption for persona! information under FOI (based largely around the Data 
Protection Act). Below is the link to the guidance which the Information Commissioner 
has issued to public authorities for use after 2005. It is probable that even if the files 
contain some personal information which is considered to fall under this exemption, then 
the remainder of the non exempt information can be made available and there is a 
statutory right of appeal against any decision not to release information. 



http://www.informationcommissioner.goy.uk/cm s/DocumentUpioads/Persona!%20lnfo% 
20awareness%20guidance%20 1 . pdf 



In the meantime I'll endeavour to check MoD's return when it is received to let you know 
the outcome after July but feel free to prompt me if there is a delay. As I say, whatever 
the outcome of the review this year, you can still make a request to see the 
information from January when a much more detailed consideration of the extent of 
exempt material is likely compared to the resource constraints involved in the general 
review that is taking place this year. 



All the best with your research 




O riginal Message- 
From:[ _ ~ 

ruarv 2004 17:12 



Sent: 
To 

Subject: FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 40 



Deal 



Further to our conversation last week, as promised here is the list of the 
30 Ministry of Defence files 

held at Kew, to which I referred. According to MoD, these files have been 
already been transferred, but 

there may be others (dating to 1 978) that are in the process of being 

transferred during the coming 

year. 



My area of study is MoD policy towards reports of Unidentified Flying 
Objects, which is the subject 

of a research grant application to the AHRB (currently under consideration). 
I have already obtained 

a substantial amount of material from MoD towards my study, by 
applications under the current 

Code of Practice. However, I wish to access as much historical material as 



06/06/2005 
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possible during the 

period of my research grant. 

My questions re the Data Protection Act refer to the content of the files: i.e. 
the majority contain 

reports and correspondence from named members of the public and service 
personnel. The MoD 

have maintained in the past that they owe a duty to people who have 
reported incidents to them, 

and have used this to ensure that files must remain closed for 30 years. 

However, they have recently said they are now reviewing their files to see 
which UFO related 

material could be released under their FOIA Publication Scheme. With the 
FOIA arriving in Jan 

next year, they anticipate a flood of requests such as mine. 

I would be interested to know if they are prepared to release the 30 files 

currently at Kew covering 

the period 1975-1978 in January 2005. 

The files are listed below: (I have added approximate date of opening 

in brackets where available from P ROC AT under the present 30 year rules). 



AIR 2/18874 
AIR 2/18920 
AIR 2/18921 
DEFE 24/1206 

AIR 2/18961 
AIR 2/18962 
AIR 2/18963 
AIR 2/18964 
AIR 2/18965 
AIR 2/18966 
AIR 2/18967 
AIR 2/18968 

AIR 2/18920 
AIR 2/18921 
AIR 2/18949 
AIR 2/18969 
AIR 2/18970 
AIR 2/18971 
AIR 2/18972 
AIR 2/18973 
AIR 2/18974 
AIR 2/18975 
AIR 2/18976 
AIR 2/18977 
AIR 2/18978 



UFO correspondence 1974-75 (2006) 
UFO correspondence 1975 (2007) 
UFO correspondence 1976 (2007?) 
UFO correspondence 1977 (2008) 

UFO reports January 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports February 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports March 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports April 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports May 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports June 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports July 1975 (2006) 
UFO reports December 1975 (2006) 

UFO reports 1975-76 (2007) 

UFO reports 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports August 1975-June 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports January 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports February 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports March 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports April 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports May 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports June 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports September 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports October 1976 (2007) 

UFO reports November 1977 (2007) 

UFO reports December 1977 (2007) 



DEFE 24/977 UFOs: edited reports 1 976-77 (2008) 
DEFE 24/978 UFO reports April-Sept 1 977 (2008) 
DEFE 24/979 UFO reports Sept-Dec 1 977 (2008) 

DEFE 71 /34 UFO reports Jan-May 1 977 (2008) 

DEFE 71 /35 UFO reports June-Sept 1 977 (2008) 

DEFE 24/1 205 UFO reports Oct-Dec 1 977 (2008) 

DEFE 24/1 207 UFO reports Jan-March 1 978 (2009). 



Please keep me informed of any response you receive from MoD if you 
submit these references 
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with your list for 2005. 

I'm grateful for your assistance with my research, 



Section 40 



This email has been scanned for all viruses by the MessageLabs 
Email 

Security System. For more information on a proactive email security 
service working around the clock, around the globe, visit 
http://w ww.messagelabs. com 
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From: lnfo-Records1 
Sent: 05 March 2004 09:00 
To: DAS-Sec3 

Subject: FW: Internet-Authorised: FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 40 



A hidden copy (in view of the subject matter). 



The accelerated opening exercise relates to the "automatic" release of records held at TNA that are not yet 
30-years old. TNA claim about 100,000 such files are held, approx 1254 are said to be MOD, but I've reduced 
the number slightly. 

Of concern the omission of 22 files transferred to Kew 2.5 to 5 years ago! 






-Original Message — 
From: Info-Recordsl 
Sent: 05 March 2004 08:53 
To:f 

Cc: 

Subject: Internet-Authorised: FOIA * 30 year rule 
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Section 40 



Very grateful for sight of this exchange - the enquirer is well know in MOD. 

Of the 30 files identified fn the email (two are duplicated entries) only three are shown on the accelerated 
opening exercise - DEFE 24/977, 978 & 979. 

22 AIR pieces transferred to Kew at various dates - 6 April 1999, 1 Feb 200 and (the bulk) 2 Oct 2001 - do 
not appear on the TNA return! 

5 - DEFE 24/1205. 1206 & 1207, plus DEFE 71/34 & 35 - are still to be transferred! 

Does this mean that the 22 files not shown on the accelerated opening list would have been automatically 
released in the absence of an exemption claim (assuming one applied!)? 

One wonders whether have any more slipped through the crack? 
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— O riginal Message- 
Fromj 

Se nt: 0b March 2004 07:41 
Tofl^RTffl 40 

Subject:~FW : FOIA - 30 year rule 



Section 


40 







Meant to copy you this for info at the time. 
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To: 

Subject: 



Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 



Dl BCR-CG AD 

02 March 2004 18:15 

DAS-Sec3 

RE: UFO files 

Follow up 
Red 




Re the DIS archives. We will eventually have a facility at Feltham to give access to our archives, but this is 
unlikely to be set up in the near future, although it may well be ready in time for FOI entiy into force in 
January, 
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DI BCR CG AD 



Section 



-Original Message — 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



DAS-Sec3 

02 March 2004 06:50 
Dl BCR-CG AD 
lnfo-Records1 
RE: UFO files 



Section 40 



)as not got back to us with any further requests to date, but I am sure it is only a matter of time. 



With regard to new UFO classes of information for the FOI Publication Scheme, as we are uncertain as to what will 
happen to the Dl UFO files, I am looking to add classes which include only documents from DAS and D UK Air files at 
this time. We may have to explain in the description of the class that any related Dl documents are not included and 
word this carefully to insure that we are not promising to add them later if we can not be ce rtain that they wi ll ultimately 
be preserved, i will, of course, inform you and D UK Air of the outcome of my meeting withl 



Section 40 



Section 40 



DAS-Sec3 



Section 40 



-Original Message-- 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



Dl BCR-CG AD 

01 March 2004 16:36 

DAS-Sec3 

RE: UFO files 



Sectior 



We do hav e that one file here -and I have made a copy of the contents (in anticipation of | 

EBSIBIil e quest). The issue of the archives is still to be resolved - we are discussing this issue 
tomorrow as we may need access to files as part of the Butler review. I suspect, however, that if we are 
able to retrieve any, the UFO files will be fairly low on the list of priorities. I will update you after the 









Section 40 





— Original Message — 

From: DAS-Sec3 

Sent: 01 March 2004 16:27 

To: lnfo-Records1; Dl BCR-CG AD 

Subject: UFO files 
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Tomorrow 



Section 40 



|(lnfoAccess-PM4) is coming to discuss new UFO classes of 



* information with me. The last information I had on the Dl UFO files was that all but one 
(D/DI55/1 08/1 5/2 - Cosford Incident Investigation) were in the Old War Office archive which 
las asbestos contamination and their future is uncertain. 



4 



s their any futher news? 
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DAS-Sec3 



Section 40 
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Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Importance: 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 



Section 40 



DAS-SecAD 

02 March 2004 15:25 

DAS-Sec3 

PTC FOI STEERING GROUP: 1 MAR 04 
Low 

Follow up 
Red 




I attended the above yesterday. Little to report, but a few observations below. 
General 



Section 40 



|had recently briefed the PTC Management Board. The Board highlighted the need to 
publicise the FOI Focal Points with the TLB, and put emphasis on the need for cultural change in 
response to FOI. The Board indicated its willingness to support implementation of FOf in PTC. 



A request was made to emphasise the need to consider putting material in the scheme. I said 
that we had done so already, and that a review of remaining UFO files would be undertaken with 
a similar view. However, we could not say at this stage what the results would be. 

Toolkit 

DG Info pressing ahead, and a developmental version of the kit was already available to PTC on 
the Internet. A trial is being undertaken in HQ N! and DG Info are sure they provide the toolkit for 
PTC by 31 March 04. 

PTC had bid for 120 toolkits. They would each be licensed to individuals. 
Training 

HQ Nl were leading on this. DbLearning had agreed to take on the responsibility of providing 
training on behalf of "Defence". 

EIRs 

Guidance was still awaited on the handling of these. 
Charging 



Still no guidance from the Dept of Constitutional Affairs, 
raised. 

FOI Awareness 



red me this was regularly 



The 



The SG wanted to make sure that there was a high level awareness of FOI related issues. 
Newsletter was mentioned (and another is about to issue at the end of March). The SG 
suggested that reference to an understanding of FOI should be included in Directorate Induction 
Packs. Could you make sure we have some reflection of FOI in our DAS induction packs please? 



I commented that the main Building community was very much focussing on HOME related 
issues at present and that we need to keep FOI on the agenda. 

The next SG meeting is to be held on 17 May. 

Papers I took to the meeting (including Agenda) are returned to you separately. 
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Sent: 



Sefif 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 



lnfo-Records1 

02 March 2004 12:52 

DAS-Sec3 

lnfoAccess-PM4 

RE: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme 



2D 
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You are correct: 



the retained passages (there are two, not one) are retained in accordance with Section 
3(4) of the Public Records Act of 1958. The retention is with the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor. 

The reason for retention is on "Intelligence" grounds, a Lord Chancellor's Instrument 
covers such retentions. 

As is the custom with intelligence matters we do not discuss the details of 
documentation judged still sensitive. It a couple of cases when sending copies of the 
report to members of the public I've mentioned that two passages have been retained 
and that "the extracted passages are currently the subject of discussions between MOD 
and the relevant party. " However, I can confirm that approaches have been made on two 
occasions to US authorities to clear the offending passages, so far without success! 

If cg*U^A|S9 I wishes to see information about public records and existing 
legislation I can think of no better website that that of The National Archives, 
specifically http://www.pro.gov.uk/recordsmanagement/access/manual this provides 
direct access to a detailed manual, now, in its third edition about "Access to Public 
Records " . 
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Original Message 

From: DAS-Sec3 

Sent: 02 March 2004 09:44 

To: Info-Recordsl 

Cc : In f oAcc es s - PM4 

Subject: FW: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme 



Section 40 



I have had the following enquiry about the Flying Saucer Working Party Report No. 7 in 
the Publication Scheme. 

As far as I am aware the information was withheld under Section 3(4) of the Public 
Records Act 1958 or 1967. This was because of its reference to the CIA and I think 
someone was going to ask the Americans if it could be released. If this is correct, 
are you able to tell me what Section 3(4) says and do you know if anyone has pursued 
its release with the American's? 
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Original Message 

From: InfoAccess-PM4 
Sent: 01 March 2004 10:02 
To: DAS-Sec3 
Cc: Inf oAccess-PM4 

Subject: FW: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme 



1 



Hi 



Section 40 



^ftk had this come through to the Publication Scheme feedback mail box. Are you able 
c^We 



I 

tc^Telp with some of his query? Let me know if you can 
I will obviously find out about exemptions for him 
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^^fl.nal Message 

From: feedback@foi.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@foi.mod.uk] 

Sent: 01 March 2004 02:51 

To : Inf oAccess-ad2 ©defence . mod . uk 

Subject: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme 



Section 40 



Section 40 



['Network engineer", "uf ologyinuk 1 
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Stoke on Trent 



Sec 


Jn40 







In the Flying Saucer Working Party document (report no. 7), there is a 
deletion with a stamp "Retained under section 3(4)". 



It is not clear which document "section 3(4)" relates to. I did check the 
links to the "Code of Practice on Access to Government Information" 
(parts I & II), and The Freedom of Information (F0I) Act 2000, but in both 
cases section 3(4) does not appear to exist? 

I would be very obliged if you could direct me to a list of exemption 
codes accessible via the internet as used in this example, ideally via 
email if possible? 

One other observation that I would like to make is that once the Flying 
Saucer Working Party document has been opened via a browser, it is nigh 
impossible to get out of and return to the page that the link was on. It 
can be done by right-clicking on the "back" button and going back more 
than a single page, but many people will be unaware of this. 



Regards , 
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f I would like to see a lot more UFO related material 

on-line. Many documents are available in printed form only, and this is a 
very expensive medium in comparison to .pdf f iles . " , "I ' 11 let you know as 
I have more exposure to it ! " , 



2 
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Fr 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



lnfo-Records1 

02 March 2004 09:09 

DAS-Sec3 

Info-AnalysisAD; Dl BCR-CS AD 
RE: UFO files 
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I too will be attending a meeting re OWO situation later today 



Sectit EE 



:d). 



1 endorsftsSSUfliK'^ re OWO UFO files, or rather their likely low priority designation when we are finally in a position to process 
papers currently stored in OWO basement. 




-Original Message- 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
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DAS-Sec3 

02 March 2004 08:50 
DI BCR-CG AD 
Infb-Recordsl 
RE: UFO files 



Section 4 



Jhas not got back to us with any further requests to date, but I am sure it is only a matter of time. 



With regard to new UFO classes of information for the FOI Publication Scheme, as we are uncertain as to what 
will happen to the Dl UFO files, I am looking to add classes which include only documents from DAS and D UK Air 
files at this time. We may have to explain in the description of the class that any related Dl documents are not 
included and word this carefully to insure that we are not promising to add them later if we can not be certain that 
JhejMjjil^uJJijjjgjgj^ be preserved. I will, of course, inform you and D UK Air of the outcome of my meeting with 
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— Original Message — 
From: Dl BCR-CG AD 

Sent: 01 March 2004 16:36 

To: DAS-Sec3 
Subject: RE: UFO files 



^v^cto^ ave that one file here -and I have made a copy of the contents (in anticipation of E-^HT^B 
{sfSflTSB tttiuest) . The issue of the archives is still to be resolve d - w e are discussing this issue^^ - 
tomorrow as we may need access to files as part of the j^BBSi r^dew. I suspect, however, that if we 
are able to retrieve any, the UFO files will be fairly low on me list of priorities. I will update you 



Section 40 



DI BCR CG AD 
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-Original Message™ 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



DAS-Sec3 

01 March 2004 16:27 
lnfo-Records1 ; Dl BCR-CG AD 
UFO files 



1 
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TomorrowBgaUgl^BI (lnfoAccess-PM4) is coming to discuss new UFO classes of 
information with me. The last information I had on the Dl UFO files was that all but one 
(D/DI55/1 08/1 5/2 - Cosford Incident Investigation) were in the Old War Office archive 
which has asbestos contamination and their future is uncertain. 

Is their any futher news? 
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1 






From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Dl BCR-CG AD 

02 March 2004 09:05 

DAS-Sec3 

RE: UFO files 


f ;i n 


PI BCR CG AD 







Section 40 



— Original Message 



From: DAS-Sec3 

Sent: 02 March 2004 08:50 

To: Dl BCR-CG AD 

Cc: Info-Records 1 

Subject: RE: UFO files 
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P5^BiM^3 has not got back to us with any further requests to date, but I am sure it is only a matter of time. 

With regard to new UFO classes of information for the FOI Publication Scheme, as we are uncertain as to what will 
happen to the Di UFO files, I am looking to add classes which include only documents from DAS and D UK Air files at 
this time. We may have to explain in the description of the class that any related Dl documents are not included and 
word this carefully to insure that we are not promising to add them later if we can not be ce rtain that they will ultimately 
be preserved. I will, of course, inform you and D UK Air of the outcome of my meeting with! 
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DAS-Sec3 
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-Original Message- 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
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Dl BCR-CG AD 

01 March 2004 16:36 

DAS-Sec3 

RE: UFO files 



Section 



We do hav e that one file here -and I have made a copy of the contents {in anticipation of| 
ggUJUJJ^rEquest}. The issue of the archives is still to be resolve d - w e are discussing this issue 
tomorrow as we may need access to files as part of the Ic^BBTi re- ' i ew. I suspect, however, that if we are 



able to retrieve any, the UFO files will be fairly low on the list of priorities. I will update you after the 
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— Original Message- 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 



DAS-Sec3 

01 March 2004 16:27 
Info-Records 1 ; Dl BCR-CG AD 
UFO files 
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Tomorrow^SIHBEBM(lnfoAccess-PM4) is coming to discuss new UFO classes of 
information with me. The last information I had on the Dl UFO files was that all but one 
(D/DI55/1 08/1 5/2 - Cosford Incident Investigation) were in the Old War Office archive which 
has asbestos contamination and their future is uncertain. 



Is their any futher news? 
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O riginal Messaae- 

From! 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Sent: 17 February_2004 10:59 
To:f 
Cc:| 

Subject: RE: FOIA - 30 year rule 




Section 40 



Many thanks for your e-mail. I am including in my reply 



TNA client manager for MoD. 



As we discussed, TNA is in the process of asking government departments to review the records held 
at TNA closed under the 30 year rule of the Public Records Act since the rule will be replaced from 
January 2005 by public access to all information not covered by exemptions in the FOI Act. 



Our timetable for this review is to gather responses from departments by the end of July and, where 
indicated by them, to open records not believed to contain FOI exempt material from 4 January 2005 to 
public inspection here at Kew. Obviously I cannot prejudge what the outcome will be in respect of the 
piece references below, however, if for any reason they are not made open in Jan 2005, you are still 
entitled to ask to see the records under the FO! Act and in consultation with MoD, TNA would review 
the records concerned to see what can be released. 



There is an exemption for personal information under FOI (based largely around the Data Protection 
Act). Below is the link to the guidance which the Information Commissioner has issued to public 
authorities for use after 2005. It is probable that even if the files contain some personal information 
which is considered to fall under this exemption, then the remainder of the non exempt information can 
be made available and there is a statutory right of appeal against any decision not to release 
information. 



http://www.informationcommissioner.gov.uk/cms/D oc umentUpioads/Personal%20lnfo%20awareness% 
20gu idan ce%201 .pdf 



In the meantime I'll endeavour to check MoD's return when it is received to let you know the outcome 
after July but feel free to prompt me if there is a delay. As I say, whatever the outcome of the review 
this year, you can still make a request to see the information from January when a much more detailed 
consideration of the extent of exempt material is likely compared to the resource constraints involved in 
the general review that is taking place this year. 



All the best with your research 



— Original Messaqe- 

From|_ 

Sent: 16 February 2004 17:12 
Toil 



Sectior 



Subject: FOIA - 30 year rule 
Dear 



Section 4 



Further to our conversation last week, as promised here is the list of the 30 Ministry of 
Defence files 

held at Kew, to which I referred. According to MoD, these files have been already been 
transferred, but 

there may be others (dating to 1978) that are in the process of being transferred during 

the coming 

year. 

My area of study is MoD policy towards reports of Unidentified Flying Objects, which is 
the subject 

of a research grant application to the AHRB (currently under consideration). I have 
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already obtained 

a substantial amount of material from MoD towards my study, by applications under the 
current 

Code of Practice. However, I wish to access as much historical material as possible 
during the 

period of my research grant. 

My questions re the Data Protection Act refer to the content of the files: i.e. the majority 
contain 

reports and correspondence from named members of the public and service personnel. 
The MoD 

have maintained in the past that they owe a duty to people who have reported incidents 
to them, 

and have used this to ensure that files must remain closed for 30 years. 

However, they have recently said they are now reviewing their files to see which UFO 
related 

material could be released under their FOIA Publication Scheme. With the FOIA arriving 
in Jan 

next year, they anticipate a flood of requests such as mine. 

I would be interested to know if they are prepared to release the 30 files currently at Kew 
covering 

the period 1975-1978 in January 2005. 

The files are listed below: (I have added approximate date of opening 

in brackets where available from PROCAT under the present 30 year rules). 

AIR 2/1 8874 UFO correspondence 1 974-75 (2006) 

AIR 2/1 8920 UFO correspondence 1 975 (2007) 

AIR 2/18921 UFO correspondence 1 976 (2007?) 

DEFE 24/1206 UFO correspondence 1 977 (2008) 

AIR 2/1 8961 UFO reports January 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/1 8962 UFO reports February 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18963 UFO reports March 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18964 UFO reports April 1975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18965 UFO reports May 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18966 UFO reports June 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18967 UFO reports July 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18968 UFO reports December 1 975 (2006) 

AIR 2/18920 UFO reports 1 975-76 (2007) 

AIR 2/18921 UFO reports 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18949 UFO reports August 1 975-June 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18969 UFO reports January 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/1 8970 UFO reports February 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/1 8971 UFO reports March 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18972 UFO reports April 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18973 UFO reports May 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18974 UFO reports June 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18975 UFO reports September 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18976 UFO reports October 1 976 (2007) 

AIR 2/18977 UFO reports November 1 977 (2007) 

AIR 2/18978 UFO reports December 1 977 (2007) 

DEFE 24/977 UFOs: edited reports 1 976-77 (2008) 
DEFE 24/978 UFO reports April-Sept 1 977 (2008) 
DEFE 24/979 UFO reports Sept-Dec 1 977 (2008) 



DEFE 71/34 UFO reports Jan-May 1 977 (2008) 
DEFE 71/35 UFO reports June-Sept 1977 (2008) 
DEFE 24/1 205 UFO reports Oct-Dec 1 977 (2008) 
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DEFE 24/1 207 UFO reports Jan-March 1 978 (2009). 

Please keep me informed of any response you receive from MoD if you submit these 
references 

with your list for 2005. 

I'm grateful for your assistance with my research, 



Section 40 



This email has been scanned for all viruses by the MessageLabs Email 
Security System. For more information on a proactive email security 
service working around the clock, around the globe, visit 
http://www.me8sagdabs.ram 
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D INFO(EXP)RECORDS 1C 

RECORDS REQUISITIONED FROM THE NATIONAL ARCHIVE 

Thank you for requisitioning the following records from The National Archive which 
are now returned. 

AIR 2/18975 
AIR 2/18921 
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NAME: flH 


1 


SIGNATURE: 
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RANK: \f>^o 

BRANCH: DAS (Secretariat) 3 
Room 6/73 
Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 
London 
WC2N 5 BP 



Telephone 
Fax 
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DATE; 



MOD RECORDS ORGANISATION 
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To | 

Records Requisitioned from The National Archive 

The enclosed records were requisitioned for you from The National Archives (NA) 

They must not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way; and on no 
account must they be passed to any other authority without written permission from this 
branch. 

You will be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you, and 
accountable for any breach of the above instructions. 

THESE RECORDS MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:- 

28 th November 2003 

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 



D INFQ(EXP)RECORDS lc 
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Old War Office 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SWIA 2 EU 
Tel/Fax 
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Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above. 

Received: AIR 2/18975 
AIR 2/18921 



Signature Name_ 

Rank Branch 

Date Tel No 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 



lnfoAccess-PM4 

18 December 2003 14:07 

DAS-Sec3 

Charging under the code 



>5 



H 



Sectioi 



Tj3jsjsjny_understanding of the situation but please edit as necessary. I wll then send it on to 



Section 40 



^S^S&nas requested information on UFO policy from DAS. His request entails examining 27 files and under the 
code of practice, DAS will charge him for the information. This will mean a bill of £3,000. However, there is a possibility 
that some of the information he has requested will be released under the Freedom of Information Act - at the moment 
though DAS have not identified which parts will be placed in the publication scheme (this may not happen until next 
year. 



RffiRHSWfras said that: 

1) Why should he pay for information that could be released? 

2) Is he entitled to a rebate if some of the info he paid for is subsequently placed on the publication scheme 
Please can you confirm the stance we should take in issues like this" 



regards 
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i 



lnfo-Recordsl/3/7/8 



Loose Minute 




3 September 2003 



DAS LA Ops and Pol 1 



Copy to: 



Dl OCR D 
DI55B 

InfoExp-Access AD 



DAS-LA-Ad 
Hd AHB 

DAO-AIRC2-S01 



Info-Access 4 
DAOCoOrdRDJNCO 



REVIEW OF INFORMATION HELD INMOD ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 
Reference: 

A: D/DAS/64/1 dated 18 August 2003 

B: D/DI BCR/ 10/8/3 dated 20 August 2003 

1 . I agree with your proposal, outlined in Reference A, to release relevant data on the 
subject of unidentified flying objects, dating from 1980, through the MOD's 
Publication Scheme. 

2. A quick check of our records has revealed that there are 69 files relating to this 
subject that have been prepared for The National Archives <TNA). All are due for 
release in accordance with the provisions of the 30-year rule. Subsequent files, i.e. 
those dating from 1 980 and later, will be reviewed and transferred to TNA as per 
the current arrangements, and subject to the standard sensitivity arrangements. 

3. On the subject of the asbestos contamination in the Old War Office basement the 
prognosis for any files stored in this area is not good. The contamination effects 
three archive/file stores: the MOD sensitive archive (under the control of info- 
Recordsl), AHB's file store and the DIS store. The current proposal is to re-locate 
files stored in this area to Feltham. On re-location control of these files will be 
assumed by Info-Records and we hope to have in place by the New Year proposals 
to safeguard the information contained on these files. What seems to be the case 
is that decontaminating files by cleaning is not an option. The information on 
these files is likely to be safeguarded by either: (a) scanning or encapsulation. 
Either process is likely to prove costly and time consuming. I suspect that some 
hard decisions will have to be made about what files are to be safeguarded! 




Info-Records 1 
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UFOs-Publi cation scheme review further DIS comments 
From: DI BCR-CG AD 
Sent: 20 August 2003 17:22 
TO: DAS-LA-OpS+Poll 
subject: RE: UFOS- WAY AHEAD 



Thanks, 
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Original Message 

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
Sent: 20 August 2003 17:17 
TO: DI BCR-CG AD 

Cc: info-Access3; info-Access4 
Subject: re: ufos- way ahead 




Thank you for your comments. Naturally, I do not have a detailed knowledge of 
the contents of your files, and while it would appear from the das files that I 
have seen, that we could release whole files, I appreciate that may not be the 
case with regard to DIS files, if you are happy to extract and release only 
particular documents as defined by a class, I am sure that would be fine. 

The titles of the classes mentioned in my lm are very much first thoughts and 
defining the classes is going to take some work in order to achieve something 
which is acceptable to all parties. I do not know what DAO hold on thier files 
but i suspect they may have similar issues to yourself. Prehaps once I have 
everyones general agreement to the use of the Publication scheme we can all 
discuss the class titles along with Info-Access staff and come up with something 
suitable. 
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original Message 

From: DI BCR-CG AD 

Sent: 20 August 2003 16:20 

TO: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 

Cc: info-Access3; lnfo-Access4 

Subject: RE: UFOS- WAY AHEAD 
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I understand it, the publication scheme guidelines 



Thank you for your note. As I understand it, tne pi 

state that all information within a class should be released. I was under the 
impression that neither the current Code nor the FOI exemptions when they enter 
into force could be applied to the Publication scheme, since its purpose is to 
identify information releasable now. That is why we need to be very careful in 
defining the classes quite narrowly. I am trying to avoid us having to release 
military reports ie objects picked up on radars or by other UK military air 
defences. I am sure someone in the RAF could assist with wording! 



I am copying this to 
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- perhaps they could provide 
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DI BCR CG AD 
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Original Message 

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol 1 
Sent: 20 August 2003 14:47 
TO: DI BCR-CG AD 

Cc: di bcr-d; di55b; infoExp-AccessAD; das-la ad; dao coord jnco; 
ahb(RAF) -Head of; DA0-AIRC2-SO1; info-Access4; info-Recordsl 
Subject: RE: UFOS- WAY AHEAD 



Page 1 



• 



UFOs-Publi cation Scheme review further DIS comments 
Thanks BEWililiBlil 



You are the first person to comment on my proposals so we will have to look at 
everyones comments when I have them all and agree on how to proceed. However, 
in the interim I will say that the titles of the classes will have to be 
carefully thought through. The reason I did not mention members of the public 
specifically is because we receive reports and correspondence from a number of 
sources. Although the majority are from members of the public, we do get some 
from pilots (military and civilian) air traffic controllers and policemen. They 
are filed in the order in which we receive them, regardless of were they come 
from, it is our intention to release whole files (whenever possible) once the 
personal data has been removed. However, if during the preparation of material 
for the Publication Scheme, sensitive information is discovered, this can still 
be withheld under exemptions of the code of Practice on Access to Government 
information (the code). We would, of course, have to be carefull that there is 
also an appropriate exemption under the foi Act to avoid someone requesting this 
information in January 2005 when the access rights under FOI come into force and 
supercede the code. 

I will be on leave between 1-19 September. But I am happy to discuss further 
before or after then if you wish. 
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Original Message 

From: Di bcr-cg ad 

Sent: 20 August 2003 13:00 

TO: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 

cc: DI bcr-D; DI55B; infoExp-AccessAD; DAS- LA AD; DAO COORD UNCO; 
ahb (RAF) -Head of; DAO-airc2-so1; info-Access4; info-Recordsl 

Subject: UFOS- WAY AHEAD 

importance: High 



Sectioi 



Please se e the attached minute. 
Hffifflis =w'ay until 1 September, when I am away for 2 weeks, so please could you 
ensure^that he is happy with my proposal. I am back in on 15 September. 



Sectioi 



1 40 discussed with 
Thanks 



happy. 
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DI BCR CG AD 



0<pr4®eful if you could let 



kdpgw if you are 
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18 August 2003 

DI BCR CG 4 
DAO-AIRC2-SOI 
InfoExp-Access AD 
Info-Access 4 
Info-Records 1 

Copy to: 
DAS-LA-AD 
Hd of AHB 
DI BCR D 
DI55B 

DI BCR CG AD 
DAO COORD JNCO 



REVIEW OF INFORMATION HELD IN MOD ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

Reference A: D/D AS/64/1 dated 16 April 2003 
Reference B: D/DAS/64/1 dated 23 May 2003 

1 . Thank you for your inputs to the review of UFO files for possible release into the 
public domain. I would now like to propose a way forward. 

2. The review has revealed that MOD holds some 254 files which are known to contain 
information relating to UFOs. The files are held as follows: 

DAO-AIRC2-SQ1 - hold 1 1 files containing information from 1983 to date. All are to 
be examined for possible release. 

DI BCR CG 4 - hold 26 files containing information from 1977 to date. 22 files could 
possibly be released, but 21 of these are held in the Old War Office archive which is 
currently unavailable because of asbestos contamination. It is not yet known when 
these files will be accessible. The remaining file that could be reviewed contains 
material regarding a well known UFO incident about which DAS also hold a file. 
The DAS file contains a significant amount of internal correspondence and careful 
thought would need to be given before these papers are released. The four files not for 
release refer to DIS policy on UFOs. 

DAS - hold 210 files containing information from 1972 to date. 65 files have been 
reviewed by Info(Records) and are held in The National Archive awaiting release in the 
next few years. I propose that we leave these for release in the normal way and do not 
include them in this review. One file is already in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme 
(the Rendlesham Forest file). 108 files could be reviewed. The 36 which will remain 
closed include; 1 8 containing correspondence with persistent correspondents; 1 1 
Parliamentary correspondence and enquiries; 6 Policy and one on the incident 




mentioned above. Some of these may be released in the future, but I do not propose to 
include them in this initial stage. 

Others - There are 7 files, in archives, the origin of which is not clear. If the branches 
responsible for these can not be identified, DAS will review them for possible release. 

Conclusions 

There are 254 files held by MOD and currently closed to the public. Excluding DIS files, 
126 of these could be examined for release. 

3. The next step is to decide how to release this information. At our meeting in May, the 
following options for release were suggested. 

The MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme 
The three UFO Classes of Information already included in the MOD Publication 
Scheme have had over 48,000 hits, far more than any other Class in the Scheme. After 
the initial flurry of interest when these documents were released, correspondence to the 
Department regarding these papers has diminished, reducing work for DAS staff. 
Several of our regular correspondents have asked when we will be adding new Classes 
to the Scheme and there has also been speculation in one of the best known UFO 
publications. At our meeting there was some concern about creating additional Classes 
because of the need to scan a large number of documents. However, Information - 
Access 4 has established that providing the documents are prepared in a steady stream, 
Reprographics in St Giles Court would be able to perform this task free of charge. 

Early release of files to The National Archive 

In order to release material into The National Archive ahead of the 30 year point all 
personal data has to be removed and dummy files created. The National Archive would 
then have to agree to store twice as many files, the dummy file which would be open to 
the public and the original. When the information reaches the 30 year point, the 
dummy would be removed and replaced by the original. This could mean that recent 
material would be released ahead of older files. 

Copies of files to be published in booklets to be purchased by the Public 
A charge would have to be made in order to offset the cost of printing and distribution. 
The Public may question why this method of release was chosen when we could have 
used the Publication Scheme and supplied the information free of charge. Legal advice 
would also have to be sought because of crown copy write issues. 

Conclusion 

The simplest and most cost effective way to release the UFO files appears to be through the 
Publication Scheme. This would make the material widely accessible, would enable the public 
to search for information electronically and is the quickest way of placing a large amount of 
information in the public domain before FOI access in January 2005. I therefore propose that 
this is the method adopted. 

4. Finally, we need to decide in what year we should start this task and, the titles of the 
new Classes of Information. I do not wish to interfere with the normal review process for 
preparation of files for The National Archive, so suggest we start with files from 1980. This 
would also fit logically with the 'Rendlesham Forest' file already in the Publication Scheme 
which dates from this period. The files can be broadly split into three categories. UFO 




Reports / Incidents, UFO Correspondence and, other individual events. I therefore propose 
that we begin with two separate Classes entitled - "UFOs- Sightings reported to the MOD in 
1980" and "UFOs - General correspondence received by the MOD in 1980". These would be 
followed by separate Classes for each year up to 2002. As DIS files have to be excluded, I 
suggest (if possible) the Classes contain a note such as "This excludes information stored in the 
Central London Archive which is at present subject to asbestos contamination". 

5. I should be grateful if addressees would confirm whether they agree with these 
proposals and/or provide comments by COP 12 September 2003. 
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What iS BNSC - Welsh Translation 
Space Industry | Space Research 

The British National Space Centre (BNSC) 
is a voluntary partnership, formed from 
10 Government Departments and 
Research Councils, to coordinate UK civil 
space activity. Together their expenditure 
on civil space amounts to around £170 
million per year. 

The Partnership Comprises: 

Department of Trade and Industry 

Office of Science and Technology 

Department for Transport 

Ministry of Defence 

Foreign and Commonwealth Office 

Department for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs 

Rutherford Appleton Laboratory 
Natural Environment Research Council 
Particle Physics and Astronomy 
Research Council 

Meteorological Office 

BNSC believes in putting space to work 
for the benefit of all citizens, and aims to 
get the most scientific and economic 
value out of its activities in space. This is 
why the UK's civil space policy focuses 
strongly on cost-effectiveness in space 
programmes and investment is largely in 
areas with the greatest commercial 
potential, such as Earth 
observation , satellite communication and 
navigation. 



At the centre of UK civil space policy, 
BNSC facilitates cooperation on the 
national and international level. By 
representing both academic and 
industrial interests, BNSC provides the 
UK space community with a strong voice 
in international negotiations. 



The UK is one of the world's biggest 
users of space data and technology. UK 
civil space industry, with an estimated 



http://www.bnsc.gov.uk/index.cfm?pid=229 
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workforce of around 6000 people, has a 
turnover some three times government 
expenditure, a ratio that compares 
favourably with the US. 

BNSC's principal objectives, aiming to 
build on this commercial success and to 
maintain the UK's position at the 
forefront of space science, are: 

• to foster the development of 
innovative technology, its 
commercial exploitation and its 
application in research; 

• to assist the UK space industry in 
maximising business opportunities, 
particularly in the 

telecommunications and navigation 
sectors, for the benefit of society 
as a whole; 

• to pursue highest quality space 
science; 

• to improve knowledge of the 
environment and its resources 
through Earth Observation; 

• to communicate the results and 
their significance to a broad 
audience. 

The above policy goals were formulated 
jointly by all the Departments and 
Research Councils with interests in civil 
space and are set out in detail in the 
'Space Strategy 1999-2002: New 
Frontiers' . The new Space Strategy is 
currently being developed. 

Approximately 60 percent of UK civil 
space expenditure is channelled through 
the European Space Agency, ESA . The 
UK was a founder member of ESA, which 
provides cooperation in space science, 
technology and applications among 
European States. A joint European Space 
Strategy combining EU strength in policy 
making with ESA's technological 
expertise was adopted in November 
2000, to provide a framework for 
Europe-wide exploitation of satellite 
technology in areas as diverse as 
communications, navigation and Earth 
observation. Discussions are now 
underway for the negotiation of a 
framework agreement to take the 
strategy forward. 

More detailed information on the UK 
space industry and space research , as 
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well as recent space-related news , press 
releases and policy decisions, are also 
available in English elsewhere on this 
site. 



Copyright | Disclaimer 
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23 May 2003 



InfoExp- Access AD 
Info- Access 4 
Info(Records)l 
DI ISec 4 
DI55B 

DAO COORD JNCO 
DC&L(F&S) - Legal 1 
DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 

Copy to: 

DAO-AIRC2-S01 
Hd of AHB 



REVIEW OF INFORMAT ION HELD TN MOD ON UNIDENTIFIED FT VINP. 
OBJECTS 

Reference A: D/D AS/64/1 dated 16 April 2003 

1 . I am grateful to those who attended, or were represented, at the meeting held on 1 5 th 
May to discuss the information the MOD holds on UFOs and the possible release of material 
into the public domain. The following is a record of discussions and agreed actions. 

2. All of those present recognised the continuing public interest in the subject of UFOs 
and agreed, in principle, with the proposal to release some of the information from currently 
closed MOD files, in order to reduce the workload likely to be generated by requests for 
information under the future Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). 

3 There was general agreement that any review of files and subsequent release of 
information should include all the UFO files held by DAS, DAO, DIS and any in archives 
subject to resource implications. 

4. It was agreed that in order to fulfil MOD obligations to protect personal information 
under the Data Protection Act 1998, any release of information less than 30 years old, would 
involve the redaction of all personal data. On review of individual files it may also be 
necessary to withhold information under exemptions of the Code of Practice on Access to 
Government Information {the Code) and/or the FOIA. DC&L(F&S Regal 1 offered to 
provide guidance on the definition and redaction of personal data. 



5. The following options for release of information were discussed: 
The MOD Freedom of In formation Publication Scheme 

Additional UFO classes of information to be included in the Publication Scheme. 
InfoExp-Access AD raised the need for someone (possibly DG Info's webmaster) to 
scan a large number of documents in order for them to be accessible on the internet. 
She confirmed that the Publication Scheme had the capacity to incorporate a large 
number of documents, but a decision on who would be responsible for this task and am 
resource implications would need to be considered. 

Early release of files to the Public Record Office 

Info(Records)l advised that files were once retained in the Department for a period of 
50 years, but in the early 1990s legal advice was sought and this period was reduced to 
30 years, which was seen as a sufficient period of time to protect personal information 
Files could be released before they reach the 30 year point, but all the personal data 
would need to be removed and a dummy file created which would be released to the 
public. The original would be held closed at the PRO until it reached the 30 year point 
when the dummy file would be replaced by the original. This could mean that more 
recent material could be released ahead of some of the older files going through the 
normal review process. Consultation with the PRO would be necessary. 

Copies of files to be publi shed in booklets which could be purchased bv the p nhlir. 
HMSO publish a number of booklets such as Parliamentary Debates (Hansard) which 
can be purchased by the public. UFO Reports and correspondence could be published 
in a similar way with the costs of production being offset by the purchase charge. 
Info(Records)l commented that there could be crown copy write issues to consider. 
Printing costs and charges would also need to be explored. It was suggested that DGCC 
may be able to provide advice. 



6. The meeting concluded that while everyone agreed that it was desirable to release more 
UFO information into the public domain, such a course would clearly have resource 
implications which require further exploration. 

7. As a first step I request that all those responsible for holding information on UFOs 
should examine the list of files attached at Annexes A-D of Reference A and identify those 
which, from the title, appear to be easily releasable. Please then provide an estimate of the 
amount of staff time it is likely to take to examine, copy and redact personal data from these 
files. Also, please indicate whether you believe you have the resources to undertake such a 
task, baring in mind that we do not intend to release all the files at the same time, but stagger 
the release over the remaining 1 9 months before FOI A access. 

8. Please send your responses t Qjf|jjl|jgH D AS-L A-Ops+Pol 1 , by COP 13 June. 
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AGENDA 



Introduction 

• The purpose of the meeting is to discuss the material the MOD 
holds relating to UFOs and what we may be able to release into the FOI 
Publication Scheme to reduce workload caused by access requests. 

Public Interest 

• There is a large public interest in the subject of UFOs. Since the 
launch of the FOI Publication Scheme in November 2002 the three UFO 
classes of information included in the Scheme have received over 
hits. 

• In addition DAS has received a number of requests for information 
under the Code, some from those making consecutive requests resulting 
in a considerable amount of staff time to complete. 

Reasons for reviewing UFO material 

• Under the FOI Act we will have to state whether we hold the 
information requested. It is therefore important that we are aware of what 
we hold and where. Many of the UFO files have been in archives for a 
long time and current staff are not aware of their contents. 

• The Code is not widely known, but the FOI Act is being publicised. 
Given the public interest in the subject, it is likely that there could be a 
significant increase in requests when access rights become active in 
January 2005. 

• A significant amount of the information we hold is unclassified and 
non contentious, and would be released if requested. 

• The information currently being released to those making requests 
under the Code is already putting into the public domain a large amount 
of previously closed information. 




For Discussion / agreement 

• The review and release of material should not interfere with the 
final release of original documents to the PRO. (Info-Records to advise). 

• As many requests are likely to be for "everything the MOD holds 

on ", do we agree that the review of information for possible 

release should include all the known files/documents held by DAS, DAO, 
DIS and in archives? 

• Do ali branches have the resources to be able to review their own 
material? 

• Any information released into the Publication Scheme must be 
conducted in a logical order. 

• There should be consultation between DAO ; DIS & DAS to insure 
consistency before information is released, i.e. That one branch is not 
releasing information withheld by another. 

• The wording of new classes of information should be considered 
carefully to insure they reflect the material we intend to put in them. 



Action outcome of meeting 

• To insure we are aware of all the information held within the MOD 
on UFOs. 

• To decide which files should be reviewed first. 

• To decide the title of the class of information in which to put this 
information, i.e. UFO Reports received by MOD 1980-81 . 

• To agree what information should be redacted across all files, i.e. 
Personal data under the DPA. 

• Estimated timescale for completion of this initial phase . 



30/04 




11:47 FAX 
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HELPDESK FAS 



Booking Reference : MR491 93/1 

ATTENTION: BOOKINGS FOR MEETINGS ON OR AFTE 1 01/03/04 
CAN ONLY BE MADE PROVISIONALLY. 
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Contact : 

Tel. : 

Description : DAS 
Booking Status: PR 

Booking Notes : ALL ARE PASS HOLDERS. GB 



UIN : 

Cost Centre : 

Cost Code : 

Att. : 9 



©001/001 




From: 15 MAY 2003 14:00 Building: METRO 3 OLE 

To- 15 MAY 2003 16:00 Location: 613-ME -TING ROOM 



Facilities Required 


Qty 


Cost 


Delivery Time 













Notes : 



Catering Required 


Qty 


Cost 


Delivery Time 











Notes : 



Total : 



Please note: 24hrs notice is required to cancel catering orders and hire c F audio visual equipment. 
Failure to do so may result in a charge being made. 



Conference Bookings 
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I 


Telephone 


secnon * 







Conference Room Keys available from: - 




Building 


Room 


Teh fphone 


Metropole 


G22 
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Northumberland House 


G8 




1 




St. Giles Court 


015 




1 




Old War Office 


046 




1 


OP-BK002 
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DAS-LA-Ops+PoM 




From: lnfo-Records1 
Sent: 06 May 2003 13:41 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Subject: UFO MEETING 
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Re your recent minute and lists of identifiable records relating to this phenomena. 

A quick check thru the Hayes Index has revealed a number of additional files on this subject: 



Title 

1. Sir John Lanqf ord Holt MO 
UFO enquiry 



Section 40 



Section 40 



2. Nigel Lawson MP 
UFO 



3. Dr Coleman JP MP 
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4. Richard Luce MP 



Sectioi 



MB* 



5. UFO reports Jan-Jul 1980 
(a quick check on your list failed to find this file!) 



File ref 

AF/BJ84/76 

AF/JW260/76 

AF/BJ 76/76 
MR/12554 
DS8/75/2/4 PtA 



last enclosure 



1976 



6. UFOs debate House of Lords 

7. Admin & Gen - UFOs 

8. Admin & Gen - UFOs 

9. ADGE UFO Reports 

10. UFO policy 

11. ADGE UFO reports 

12. ADGE UFO Reports 

13. Security Matters - correspondence 
UFOs 

14. UFO reports 

15. ADGE UFO reports 



DD OPs(GE)10/8 Pt A 
DD Ops(GE)10/8 Pt J 
DD OPs(GE)10/8 Pt K 
DAO/113 Pt A 
MO/9/18 Pt I (?) 
DAO/1/13 Pt B 
DAOl/13 Pt C 

DPR(RAF)326/2 PtA 



1976 

1976 
1977 
1980 

1982 ^ <^ 7>*o'% l v(- 

1983 * •' * " 
1983 >* ' " 

1996 tsAo l-'4r 
1996 

1997 yo,v fcAe fr t t 
1999 / Q*1>*f> 

2000 



2GP(BP)/888772/10/ISTAR Pt A 2001 

DAO/1/3 Pt D 2001 /c*. b^o l& 



A word of warning the above information has been taken from the Feb 2003 database of holdings at Hayes. I 
have not check to see whether there have been any changes during the last couple of months. 
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14/05/03 




Loose Minute 
DG Info 3/2/3/2 
28 April 2003 

DAS-LA-AD 

Copy to: 
Dl BCR CG4 
DAO AIRC2-S01 
lnfo(Records)1 
DI55B 
Hdof AHB 
CL(FS) - Legal 1 
Access 1 
Access 4 

RELEASE OF INFORMATION FROM MOD FILES ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING 
OBJECTS 

Reference A: D/DAS/9/36/8/1 dated 16 January 2003 (not to all) 
Reference B: D/DAS/64/1 dated 16 April 2003 

1 You minute at Reference A and ^SSSE^B at Reference B raised some 
questions relating to the disclosure of information from MOD files on UFOs. The publicity 
generated by the Classes of Information in the FOI Publication Scheme amply confirmed 
that this is a subject of significant public interest: I therefore welcome your willingne ss to 

look at the possibility of releasing more information proactively. The meeting which 

is convening will provide an opportunity for all concerned to debate the issues which this 
raises, but I owe you a reply on the specific points raised in Reference A. Taking each in 
turn: 

Ministerial Correspondence 

You asked about the legitimacy of releasing correspondence from an MP if it is the 
subject of a request. The issue here is really as much to do with the principles of 
data protection as with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information 
or the requirements of the FOI Act. In practice the issue is whether this amounts to 
'personal data' and therefore information that should not generally be made 
° i ava i' aD ' e t0 third parties. A key point to bear in mind is that both the Code and the 

^j.^, kp » F 0' Act 9' ve a r '9 nt °f access to information rather than an entitlement to specific 
o^"- documents. In many cases the simplest way of providing information will be to 

disclose a copy of a letter, minute, report or whatever, but there is no requirement to 
meet the request in this way. When a request involves information that has been 
, t s , v received from a third party the Code of Practice under s.45 of the FOI Act advises 
j> 1 ; u that a public authority should consult the third party. This does not entitle the third 
party to veto disclosure of the information (assuming it is not otherwise legitimate to 
^o < - claim an exemption), but in the scenario you describe I think it would be appropriate 

to honour any wish by the MP not to disclose the letter itself or, if it were to be 



SectiorM H 



r- 



v 



« 



released, to sanitise it before release - at the very least to remove personal details 
of the constituent. Of course, as you say, this process will become complicated if 
the MP is no longer in office. There is also a grey area about whether an MP has 
'personal' status when carrying out his professional/public duty. In general, I think 
the assumption and working practice should be to answer requests by providing 
information in a way that avoids disclosing details such as names and addresses 
where there is any reason to doubt that this will be acceptable to the person - 
including an MP - concerned. I am adding CL{FS)-Legal 1 to the distribution of this 
minute as some authoritative guidance or case law on the point may well have 
emerged from operation of the Data Protection Act. However, as with many of the 
practical issues associated with release of information, I think there will be a need to 
make pragmatic judgements in the context of individual requests. 

Charging for Information 

Your question here was related to the ethics of making information freely available 
when its provision to the original applicant involved the payment of a fee. In 
particular you asked whether it would be reasonable to delay putting information in 
the Publication Scheme in order to allow that person a period of exclusive use. I 
don't see why there should be any objection to this in principle. It is open to a 
public authority to define Classes of Information in the way it sees fit. Provided 
information is actually published in accordance with the commitment that has been 
given then there can be no cause for criticism. The classes in a scheme have to be 
approved by the Information Commissioner but, unless there is something distinctly 
unreasonable about the way an obligation is defined (for example, an undertaking 
to publish information but only after several years have elapsed), it is difficult to 
envisage objection. So, if you wished, I think it would be possible to say that 
information released in response to individual requests will be published within, say, 
3 months of the request being answered. Since it will presumably be the intention 
to publish the information electronically I think this is in any case reasonable to 
allow a lead time for converting the paper records. 

Voluminous Requests 

You are right in saying that, unlike the current Code of Practice, the FOI Act does 
not include an exemption for voluminous and vexatious requests. There is a 
provision {s.14 of the Act) which says that a public authority does not have to 
respond to vexatious requests or "a subsequent identical or substantially similar 
request", but this does not address the issue of volume. The limiting factor here will 
be separate Fees Regulations made under the Act. In essence these regulations 
will allow public authorities to impose a ceiling (known as the 'appropriate limit') on 
the amount of effort associated with responding to a request: at present the 
'appropriate limit' has been set at £600. Under the regulations 10% of the 
'prescribed costs' of the effort incurred can be charged to the applicant. These 
'prescribed costs' relate solely to the - essentially clerical - tasks associated with 
locating and retrieving the relevant information, putting it into a format requested by 
the applicant, reproduction and postage. It is relevant to bear in mind that there is a 
presumption that public authorities know what information they hold and that, by 
i implication, it should therefore be retrievable without too much effort. It is also 
important to note that the time and cost of effort involved in reviewing the records 
(e.g. to decide whether an exemption applies) cannot be taken into account. There 



is, therefore, some recognition of a need to limit the resources employed by public 
authorities to answering requests. Having said this, I should also mention that the 
Fees Regulations don't prevent a public authority from agreeing to exceed the 
'appropriate limit 1 - in such circumstances it will be possible to pass on to the 
applicant the full 'prescribed costs' above £600 (the assumption must, I think, be 
that this will be estimated/agreed in advance with the applicant!). As regards the 20 
working days, I think it is again necessary to look at this pragmatically. If a request 
involves significant effort it will be good practice to advise the applicant that this is 
the case and keep him informed of progress. Technically it will be a breach of the 
Act to exceed the 20 day limit, but provided there is ongoing dialogue (and a drip 
feed of information might be considered), the likelihood of enforcement action will, I 
think, be minimised. 

Future handling of UFO files 

As I have already said, I fully endorse your proposal to consider the possibility of 
more proactive release. Clearly this would require planning and some significant 
effort but there would be merit in approaching this as a structured exercise rather 
than waiting for individual requests to chip away at the files. A systematic review 
will also be an excellent way of confirming exactly what information exists. As your 
minute indicates, the proactive release of files before the 30 year point does raise 
an interesting question about the relationship with the Public Record Act and the 
review process managed by Information(Records). My current view is that a 
decision to release more information through the Publication Scheme does not 
really change anything. The purpose of the national archive is to retain for posterity 
those records deemed to be of lasting value, and MOD'S review work helps in the 
selection process. Accordingly it will be appropriate to continue to transfer original 
| files to Kew regardless of whether their contents have already been made 
| accessible. I think it will be necessary to annotate files in order to make it clear that 
they already been disclosed, but otherwise I can see no obvious need to change 
current procedures. This is not something on which I have had any specific 
discussion, but the very fact that all information held is within the scope of the FOI 
Act inevitably means that the PRO will be unable to control the timing of release in 
the customary way. Our own decisions about proactive release have to be guided 
by the departmental judgement of 'public interest' and the administrative benefit of 
anticipating requests which will otherwise need to be handled within 20 working 
days. 

2. I am sorry you have had to wait so long for this reply, but I hope these comments 
will now help to set the scene for those addressees who are due to attend your 
forthcoming meeting. 
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TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY.** 

DAS 

IQZNa 



j i 1L i f Ot 




RLE, 



La>J /e-mail 



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



To fe^KccL gjHgj 



cc. 



W> (uv) fV*» 



TO Ref No 
Date g_ 



LlIAL /2003 



The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD* has received the attached 
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained 
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department\ 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is 
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample 
of letters sent by officials on the PJ^ beh^fw Ms perusal. 

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information' came 
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with 
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCIfGen ) 
232/01 ; further information is available from DG Info oil 
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Under 'Service First', all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have 
simple systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the 
public (including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). 
This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published 
targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests 
for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice. 

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of 
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year. 
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.t: 



. Ministerial Correspondence Unit 

| Old War Office Building, Whitehall. SW1 A 2EU 
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PHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence ; e: min isters@defence.mod.uk ; 
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY * 



* Delete as appropriate. 



INVEST5R IK PEOPLE 



Revised X s April 2003 
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Ministers 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
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07 April 2003 17:37 
Ministers@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: Filming in Rendlesham Forest 
Hi there. 



Hi, 

I am the Information Officer for the British Film Office in Los Angeles and have had in inquiry on what 
permits may be required for filming there. Suffolk County Council mentioned that I needed to contact the 
Military of Defense about filming there as a large part of that forest is stul owned by the Military. 

Who can I speak to about getting appropriate permits for filming? 

I appreciate any help you can provide with this. 

. Best, 
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British Film Office Los Angeles 
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The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain 
confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking any action 
in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you receive 
this in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer. 



08/04/2003 



LOOSE MINUTE 



4- 



D/D AS/64/1 
16 April 2003 
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REVIEW OF INFORMATION HELD IN MOD ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING 
OBJECTS (UFO) 

1 . As you will be aware there has been a long standing public interest in the subject of 
'UFOs' and in particular the MOD's involvement with UFO matters. A large number of books 
and magazine articles have been written in the past few years, many of which speculate about 
the contents of MOD files, sometimes being referred to as the "real X-files". 

2. Since the introduction of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information 
and now the publicity about the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act, DAS has seen a 
shift in the types of correspondence we are receiving, from the public wishing to inform us of 
their own sightings, to requesting information and documents from our files. A few 
individuals have made several consecutive requests for information under the Code, each one 
involving up to 20 hours of DAS staff time to complete. In most cases we have had no reason 
to withhold the information requested, which means that if these requests continue (and one 
individual has already indicated his intention to make more requests) in due course most of our 
files will be in the public domain. It therefore seems appropriate to look at the files we hold 
and see what information can be added to the Freedom of Information Publication Scheme in 
order to reduce the workload generated by access requests and fulfil our obligations under the 
Scheme, For consistency it also seems sensible to take the opportunity to examine the UFO 
related files held by the other relevant Directorates. 

3 . I propose that we hold a meeting shortly to discuss this and would be grateful if 
addressees could inform me of their availability on the 14 th or 15 th May. In the meantime, I 
attach at Annexes A-D lists of all the files (and unregistered papers) that I am 

aware of, held in archives and Directorates. For completeness, I have also included details of 
files known to have (or thought to have) been destroyed, or already open for viewing at the 
Public Record Office. This information will be useful at the introduction of the Freedom of 
Information Act when we will be required to state whether we hold information or not. 



# 




4. I should be grateful if DIS and DAO staff could check their lists {Annexes A and B) for 
any errors or omissions which can be discussed at the meeting. All addressees please advise me 
of their availability to attend a meeting in Metropole Building on either the 14 or 15 ,h May. 
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DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
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Annex A to D/DAS/64/1 
dated 16 April 2003 



UNIDENTIFED FLYING OBJECT (UFO) FILES 
DEFENCE INTELLIGENCE STAFF 

Files open for viewing at the Public Record Office (PRO) 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


DEFE 19/9 


1948-60 


Scientific Intelligence 


MOD, Central Defence 
Scientific Staff and 
predecessor registered 
files (CSA, AE 1 & A 
series) and papers 
Ref: CSA/ALPH/51 

FILE REMAINS 
CLOSED but included 
DSI/JTIC Report No7 
Extracted and released 
in DEFE 44/119 


DEFE 41/117 


1949-50 


Unorthodox Aircraft 


Foreign Office & MOD 
Scientific & Technical 
Intelligence Branch and 
Overseas Liaison 
Branch register file 
Open at PRO 
Ref: 9017/8 Vol 1 


DEFE 10/496 


1950 (April) to 

1951 (December) 


Minutes of Meetings 


Directorate of 
Scientific Intelligence 
and Joint Technical 
Intelligence Committee 
file 

Open at PRO 


DEFE 4 1/74 


1950 


DSI/JTIC Minutes 


Foreign Office & MOD 
Scientific & Technical 
Intelligence Branch and 
Overseas Liaison 
Branch register file 
Open at PRO 
Ref:6005/8/D 17 Vol 4 


DEFE 44/119 


1951 


DSi/JSTI Report No.7 


MOD Scientific & 
Technical Intelligence 
Branch Report. 
Released under the 
Code of Practice on 
Access to Gov Info. 
Now Open at PRO 
Released 2002 



DEFE 41/75 


1951 


DSI/JTIC Minutes 


Foreign Office & MOD 
Scientific & Technical 
Intelligence Branch and 
Overseas Liaison 
Branch register file 
Open at PRO 
Ref:6005/8/D 17 Vol 5 


DEFE 41/76 


1952-54 


DSI/JTIC Minutes 


Foreign Office & MOD 
Scientific & Technical 
Intelligence Branch and 
Overseas Liaison 
Branch register file 
Open at PRO 
Ref:6005/8/D 17 Vol 6 


DEFE 10/497 


1952 (Januaiy) to 
1954 (October) 


Minutes of Meetings 


Directorate of 
Scientific Intelligence 
and Joint Technical 
Intelligence Committee 
file 

Open at PRO 


DEFE 41/153 


1953-54 


DSI/JTIC papers 


Foreign Office & MOD 
Scientific & Technical 
Intelligence Branch and 
Overseas Liaison 
Branch register file 
Open at PRO 
Ref: D19/ Vol 5 


DEFE 31/118 


1958-63 


UFO Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref: DI/55/40/9/1 Ptl 


DEFE 31/119 


1963-67 


UFO Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref: DI/5 5/40/9/1 Pt 2 



Files known or thought to have been destroyed 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


D/DI55/108/15 Pt 3 


1968-71 


UFO Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
8 Aug 1984 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 10 


N/K {but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/lPtll 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 



D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 12 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 13 


N/K {but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/I Pt 14 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/I5/1 Pt 15 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 14 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 15 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 16 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 17 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI.55/108/15/1 Pt 18 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 19 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
NOT KNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 20 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED- DATE 
UNKNOWN 



D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 26 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983) 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


D/DI55/108/lS/lPt27 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 28 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 29 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


DISS/108/15/1 Pt 30 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 31 


N/K (Between 1977 & 
1983 


UAP -Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
PRESUMED 
DESTROYED - 
DATE UNKNOWN 


D/DI55 / 108/1 5/1 Pt 33 


N/K (Probably 1983) 


UAP Incident 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
FILE DESTROYED 
30.11.1992 1 



Files held in Directorates and Archives 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


D/DI55/108/15Pt4 


1971-96 


UFO Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/ 108/1 5/1 Pt 1 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/I5/1 Pt2 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 3 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 



D/DI55/108/15/1 P!4 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 5 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 6 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 7 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 8 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 9 


N/K (but before 1977) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/lPt21 


1977 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held at Records 1 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 22 


1977 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held at Records 1 


D/DI55/108/I5/1 Pt 23 


1977 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held at Records 1 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 24 


1977 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held at Records 1 


D/DI55/ 108/1 5/1 Pt25 


1977 


UFO- Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered file 
Held at Records 1 


D/DI55/108/15/I Pt 32 


1978(Feb) to 
1983 (Jan) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 

Staff Registered file 

HeldinDIS 

File is a compilation of 

papers, not complete 

for whole period. 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 34 


1983 (June) to 
1985 (March) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
File held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 Pt 35 


1985 (April) to 

1986 (Dec) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt36A 


1986 (Dec) to 

1987 (Nov 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt36B 


1987 (Nov) to 

1988 (July) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt.37 


1988 (Aug) to 

1989 (July) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt 38 


1989 (July-Dec) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 











D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt39 


1990 (Jan) to 

1991 (June) 


UFO- Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt40 


1991 (June) to 

1992 (Jan) 


UFO- Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt41 


1992 (Feb) to 

1993 (April) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt 42 


1993 (April -Oct) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/ 108/1 5/2 Pt 1 


1993 


Title Unknown 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt 43 


1993 (Oct) to 

1994 (Jan) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DDI55/108/15/1 
Pt44 


1994 (Jan-May) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt45 


1994 (June-Nov) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt46 


1994 (Nov) to 

1995 (May) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt47 


1995 (June) to 

1996 (Jan) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt 46 


1994 (Nov) to 

1995 (May) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt47 


1995 (June) to 

1996 (Jan) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt48 


1996 (Feb -July) 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/D155/108/15/1 
Pt 49 


1996 (Aug-Oct) 


UFO -Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt 50 


1996 (Nov) to 

1997 (Dec) 


UFO- Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15 Pt 5 


1996-2000 


UFO Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15/1 
Pt51 


1997 (Jan) to 
2002 


UFO - Incidents 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
HeldinDIS 


D/DI55/108/15Pt6 


2000 - 2002 


UAP- Policy 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 


D/DI55/108/15/2 




UFO - Cosford 
Incident Investigation 


Defence Intelligence 
Staff Registered File 
Held in DIS 



Annex B to D/DAS/64/1 
Dated 16 April 2003 



UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (TJFO) FILES 
DHtECTOR OF AIR OPERATIONS 

Files open for viewing at the Public Record Office (PRO) 

None. 



Files known or thought to have been destroyed 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


D/Air Def/1 J 1/6/4 
Pt A 


1988 (Last Enc 9.4.88) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
15.11.1989 


D/Air Def /ll 1/6/4 
PtB 


1988(Last Enc 2.8.88) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
[E^Jrfic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
2.8.1988 


D/Air Def/1 11/6/4 
PtC 


1989(Last Enc 27.1.89) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
15.11.1989 


D/Air Def/1 11/6/4 
PtD 


1989(Last Enc 
17.10.89 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
26.11.1982 


D/Air Def/1 11/6/4 
PtE 


1990 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
26.11.1991 


Files held in Directorates and Archives 


FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


D/Air Def/1 11/6/4 
PtF 


1991 (From 15.3.91) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
Held in Records 2 
(Hayes) 


D/Air Def/ 11 1/6/4 
PtG 


1992 (From 4.1,92) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
Held in Records 2 
(Hayes) 



D/AirDef/1 11/6/4 
Pt H 


1995 (From 6. 11.95) 


Command, Control, 
Communication & 
Information -Air 
Traffic Control-Low 
Flying UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
Held in Records 2 

(Hayes) 


D/DAO/1/13 PtA 


1995-96 


ADGE- UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Opened 6.1.1995 
(Held in Records 2 
Hayes) 


D/DAO/1/13 PtB 


1996-97 


ADGE- UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Opened 8.12.1996 
(Held in Records 2 
Hayes) 


D/DAO/1/13 Pt C 


1997-1999 


ADGE- UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Opened 13.12.1997 
(Held in Records 2 
Hayes) 


D/DAO/113 PtD 


1999 - 2001 


ADGE- UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Opened 16.11.1999 
(Held in Records 2 
Hayes) 


D/DAO/1/13 PtE 


2001 -2002 


ADGE- UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Opened 13.12.1997 
HeldinDAO 



Annex C to D/DAS/64/1 
dated 16 April 2003 



UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS fUFO) FILES 
DfltECTORATE OF AIR STAFF 



Files Open for viewing at the Public Record Office (PRO) 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


AIR 2/18564 


1957-71 


UFO Reports: 
West Freugh 1957 


Air Ministry / MOD 
registered file 
Open at PRO 
RefAF/CX1295/72 


AIR 2/16918 


1961-63 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X59/64 Pt 5 


AIR 2/173 18 


1963 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X59/64Pt6 


AIR 2/17528 


1964 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X59/64Pt7 


AIR 2/17527 


1965 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X59/64Pt7 


AIR 2/17982 


1965-66 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 
Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X59/64Pt9 


AIR 2/17983 


1966 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X5 9/64 Pt 10 


AIR 2/17984 


1966-67 


UFO Sightings, reports 
by members of the 
public 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/X5 9/64 Pt 11 


AIR 20/11887 


1967 (August) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
RefID48/44 
AF/S4F(Air)507 


AIR 20/11888 


1967 (September) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
RefID48/45 
AF/S4f(Air)508 


AIR 20/11889 


1967 (October) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/46 Pt 1 
AF/S4f(Air)509 


AIR 20/1 1890 


1967 (October) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers, Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/46 Pt 2 
AF/S4f(Air)509 


AIR 20// 11891 


1967 (November) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/67PtI 
AF/S4f(Air)510 



AIR 20/11892 


1967 (November) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/67 Pt 2 
AF/S4f(Air)510 


AIR 20/11893 


1967 (December) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/68 
AF/S4f(Air)511 


AIR 2/181 15 


1967 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects: reports 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/CX3 8/67 Pt I 


AIR 2/18116 


1967 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects: reports 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/CX38/67 Pt 2 


AIR 2/18117 


1967-68 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects: reports 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/CX38/67 Pt 3 


AIR 20/1 1612 


1967-68 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref MR 073414 


AIR 2/19126 


1967-73 


Statistical analysis of 
UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref S4f(Air)U/506 


AIR 20/11694 


1968 (January) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
RefID48/69 
AF/S4F(Air)513 


AIR 20/11695 


1968 (February) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/70 
AF/S4F(Air)513 


AIR 20/11894 


1968 (March) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/71 
AF/S4f(Air)514 


AIR 20/1 1895 


1968 (April) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/72 
AF/S4F(Air)515 


AIR 20/1 1896 


1968 (May) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/73 
AF/S4f(Air)516 


AIR 20/11897 


1968 (June) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/74 
AF/S4f(Air)517 


AIR 20/11898 


1968 (July) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/75 
AF/S4f(Air)518 


AIR 20/11899 


1968 (August) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/76 
AF/S4f(Air)519 


AIR 20/11900 


1968 (September) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref JD/48/77 
AF/S4f(Air)520 



AIR 20/11901 


1968 (October) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/78 
AF/S4f(Air)521 


AIR 20/11902 


1968 (November) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/79 
AF/S4f(Air)522 


AIR 20/1 1696 


1968 (December) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID48/80 
AF/S4F(Air)523 


AIR 2/18183 


1968-69 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/7463/72 Pt 2 


AIR 20/12055 


1969 (January) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/81 
AF/S4f(Air)524 


AIR 20/12056 


1969 (February) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/82 
AF/S4f(Air)525 


AIR 20/12057 


1969 (March) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/83 
AF/S4f(Air)526 


AIR 20/12058 


1969 (April) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/84 
AF/S4f(Air)527 


AIR 20/12059 


1969 (May) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref fD/48/85 
AF/S4f(Air)528 


AIR 20/12060 


1969 (June) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/86 
AF/S4f(Air)529 


AIR 20/12061 


1969 (July) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/87 
AF/S4f(Air)530 


AIR 20/12062 


1969 (August) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/88 
AF/S4f(Air)531 


AIR 20/12063 


1969 (September) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/89 
AF/S4f(Air)532 


AIR 20/12064 


1969 (October) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/90 
AF/S4f(Air)533 


AIR 20/12065 


1969 (November) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/91 
AF/S4f(Air)534 



AIR 20/12066 


1969 (December) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/92 
AF/S4f(Air)535 


AIR 20/12067 


1970 (January) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ED/48/93 
AF/S4f(Air)536 


AIR 20/12297 


1970 (February) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/94 
AF/S4f(Air)537 


AIR 20/12298 


1970 (March) 


Unidentified Flying 


MOD Unregistered 

nanprs Onpn at PRO 

Ref ID/48/95 
AF/S4f(Air)538 


AIR 20/12299 


1970 (April) 


Unidentified Flying 


MOD Unregistered papers, 
Open at PRO 

Ref ID/48/96 
AF/S4f(Air)539 


AIR 20/12300 


1970 (May) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/97 
AF/S4f(Air)540 


AIR 20/12301 


1970 (June) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/98 
Af/s4F(Air)541 


AIR 20/12302 


1970 (July) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers, Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/99 
AF/S4f(Air)542 


AIR 20/12303 


1970 (August) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/100 
AF/S4f(Air)543 


AIR 20/12304 


1970 (September) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/101 
AF/S4f(Air)544 


AIR 20/12305 


1970 (October) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/102 
AF/S4f(Air)545 


AIR 20/12306 


1970 (November) 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/103 
AF/S4f(Air)546 


AIR 2/18565 


1970-71 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 

Open at PRO 

Ref AF/7463/72 Pt 3 


AIR 2/19086 


1970 (01 May) to 

1971 (31 August) 


UFO Policy and Policy 
Statements 


MOD Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref AF/3459/75 


AIR 2/19119 


1971-72 


UFOs: Man Alive 
programme BB2 


MOD Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref: AF/419 











AIR 20/12399 


1971-72 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/47/274 Pt4 


AIR 20/12400 


1972 (January) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/1 17 


AIR 20/12401 


1972 (February) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/118 


ATT) m/i 
AIK ZO/lz40z 


1972 (March) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/1 19 


AIK. ZU/ 1Z4U j 


ly 11 (April) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/49/120 


AIK. ZU/ 1 Z4U4 


l y /z (May) 


UrO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/ 121 


AIR 20/12405 


1972 (June) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/122 


AIR 20/12406 


1972 (July) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 

papers. 

Open at PRO 

TJ «f TT"\ fjt O M T T 

Ref ID/48/123 


AIR 20/12407 


1972 (August) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref ID/48/124 


AIR 20/12408 


1972 (September) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

Open at PRO 
Ret lD/4a/125 


AIR 20/12409 


1972 (October) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

Open at PRO 
Ret ID/48/126 


AIR 20/12410 


1972 (November) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

Open at PRO 
Ret 1D/48/127 


AIR 20/12411 


1972 (December) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 
wpen ai r k.vj 
Ref ID/48/128 


AIR 2/19117 


1972-73 


UFOs: BBC Radio 
Oxford programme 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
Open at PRO 
Ref AF/S4f(Air)422 



Files known or thought to have been destroyed 



AF/X58/64 Pt 1 


1968 (Last enclosure 
22.2.1968) 


UFO Policy & Policy 
Statements 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
16.3.1990 


AF/X58/64 Pt2 


1970 (Last enclosure 
31.3.1970) 


UFO Policy & Policy 
Statements 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
15.3.1990 


AF/1505 Pt 2 


1 970 (Last enclosure 
1.7.70) 


Parliamentary 
Enquiries on UFOs 
Prime Minister's 
Foldeis 




MOD Registered File 
FILE DESTROYED 
15.3 1990 


Section 40 




AF/1505 Pt 3 


1977 (LastEnc 13/1) 


Parliamentary 
Questions and 
Enquiries on UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 

5.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/2/1/1 Pt I 


1978 (LastEnc 11/1) 


UFOs-Reports 
Correspondence - 




MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
19.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/2/lPtD 


1978 (Last Enc 25/8) 


UFO Reports^ 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
19.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/2/1 PtE 


1978-79 
(LastEnc 10/1) 


UFO Reports & 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
19.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/3/1 Pt A 


1979 (LastEnc 15/1) 


UFOs Parliamentary 
Correspondence 
House of Lords Debate 
January 1979 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
22.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/3/1 Pt B 


1979 (LastEnc 15/2) 


UFOs Parliamentary 
Correspondence 
House of Lords Debate 
January 1979 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
22.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/1 Pt A 


1979 (LastEnc 18/1) 


UFO Policy Statements 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
16.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/3 PtB 


1979 (Last Enc 25/1) 


UFOs Parliamentary 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 

20.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/2/4 Pt C 


1979 (Last Enc 24/9) 


UFO Reports 
June-Oct 1979 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 

22,3.1990 


D/DS8/75/1 Pt B 


1979 (Last Enc 4/12) 


UFO Policy Statements 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
20.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/5 


Not Known 


UFOs - Solar Satellite 
Power Station 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
19.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/3 Pt C 


1982 (LastEnc 11/2) 


UFOs Parliamentary 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
22.3.1990 


D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt I 


? 


? 


No record of the 
creation or destruction 
of this part. Possible 
error in the lettering of 
this series of files 



D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt J 


1982 {LastEnc 12/2) 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
26.3.1990 


D/DS8/10/209 Pt H 


1984 (Last Enc 24/12) 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
FILE DESTROYED 
26.3.1990 


Files held in Directorates and Archives q=j 


FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


AIR 2/18872 


1972-73 


UFO Reports 


MOD Reentered file 
At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref AF/7464/72 Pt I 


AIR 20/12544 


1973 (January) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers. At PRO for 

Ref ID/48/129 


AIR 20/12545 


1973 (February) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/130 


AIR 20/12546 


1973 (March) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/131 


AIR 20/12547 


1973 (April) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/132 


AIR 20/12548 


1973 (May) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/133 


AIR 20/12549 


1973 (June) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/134 



AlK 12d3\) 


1973 (July) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/135 


AIR ZU/1Z551 


1973 (August) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/ 136 


ATR 'jo/yo^^o 

r\lJ\. Zu/ IZJJZ 


1 07T fCi^ntfamlwr. 


ur\j Kepons 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/137 


ATI? 
Aliv ZU/ 1 Z J J j 


ly /j (UCTOucrj 


UrU Keports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/ 13 8 




ly I j ^lVGVcITlDcrj 


Uru Keports 


Air Ministry/ MOD/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Ref ID/48/1 3 9 






T IPO Donnrtc 

ur\j Keports 


Air Ministry/ mud/ 
AHB Unregistered 
papers 

At PRO for release 
2004 

Rpf Tn/d.H/1 AO 
rvCl lU/^+o/l^fU 


AIR 2/18873 


1973-74 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

jvci t\ri / tut /z ri h 


AIR 2/19083 


1974(1 Jan- 28 Feb) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

ivcl nr/Jo4 


AIR 2/18950 


1974 (01-28 February) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Kei at/ jsd 


AIR 2/18951 


1974 (01-31 March) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry, MOD 
Registered file 

At PRO for release 
2005 

Ref AF/586 











AIR 2/18952 


1974 (01-30 April) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Ref AF/587 


AIR 2/18953 


1974(01-31 May) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

D fl f AC/CQO 

itcl Ar/jos 


AIR 2/18954 


1974 (01-30 June) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Ket Atvssy 


AIR 2/18955 


1974 (01-31 July) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Rer Ar/590 


AIR 2/18956 


1974 (01-31 August) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Kei Ar/JVI 


AIR 2/18957 


1974 (01-30 (Sept) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Kei Ar/ztyz 


AIR 2/18958 


1974 (01-31 October) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

tvei Ar/jyj 


AIR 2/18959 


1974 (01-30 Nov) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Kei Ar/5y4 


AIR 2/18960 


1974 (01-31 Dec) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2005 

Kei Ar/jyD 


AIR 2/18874 


1974-75 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ket AT 1 / /4o4/ 11 ft 111 


AIR 2/18961 


1975 (01-31 January) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 

Ref AF/596 











AIR 2/18962 


1975 (01-28 February) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/597 


AIR 2/18963 


1975 (01-31 March) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/598 


AIR 2/18964 


1975 (01-30 April) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/599 


AIR 2/18965 


1975 (01-31 May) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/600 


AIR 2/18966 


1975 (01-30 June) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/601 


AIR 2/18967 


1975 (01-31 July) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/602 


AIR 2/18949 


1975 (01 August) to 
1976(30 June) 


UFO Reports: edited 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/447 
Edited very badly. 
Some papers duplicated 
in AIR 2/18968 : 
18969: 18970: 18971: 
18972: 18973 & 18974 


AIR 2/18968 


1975 (01-31 Dec) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2006 

Ref AF/607 


AIR 2/18920 


1975-76 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Rel AF/7464/72 Pt IV 


AIR 2/18921 


1976 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 

2U07 

Ref AF/7464/72 PtV 











AIR 2/18969 


1976 {1-3 1 January) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/608 


AIR 2/18970 


1976 (01-31 February) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/609 


AIR 2/18971 


1976 (01-28 March) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/610 


AIR 2/18972 


1976(01-31 April) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/611 


DEFE 24/978 


1976 (April-Sept) 


UFO Reports: edited 


Air Ministry/MOD 
Registered file 
AT PRO for release 
2008 

Ref: D/DS8/75/2/2 PtB 


AIR 2/18973 


1976(01-30 May) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/, MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/612 


AIR 2/18974 


1976(01-31 June) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/613 


AIR 2/18975 


1976 (01-30 Sept) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 

2007 

Ref AF/616 


AIR 2/18976 


1976 (01-31 Oct) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/6I7 


AIR 2/18977 


1976 (01-30 Nov) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/618 


AIR 2/18978 


1976 (01-31 Dec) 


UFO Reports 


Air Ministry/ MOD 
Registered file 
At PRO for release 
2007 

Ref AF/619 


DEFE 24/977 


1977 (April to July) 


UFO Reports: edited 


MOD Registered file 
AT PRO for release 
2008 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/2PtA 



D/DS8/75/2/lPtB 


1977 


UFO Reports & 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/2 PtD 


1977 


UFO Reports: edited 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


DEFE 71/34 


1977 (Jan-May) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file. 
At PRO for release 
2008 

Ref:D/S4(Air)8/2/3 
Pt A 


DEFE 71/35 


1977 (June-Sept) 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file. 
At PRO for release 
2008 

Ref: D/S4(Air)8/2/3 
PtB 


DEFE 24/979 


1977(Sept-Dec) 


UFO Reports: edited 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
AT PRO for release 
2008 

Ref: D/DS8/75/2/2 PtC 


DEFE 24/1205 


1977 (Oct-Dec) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2008. 

Ref: D/DS8/2/3 PtC 


D/DS8/25/3 


1978 


UFOs: Parliamentary 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes. 


PROReftobe 
Allocated 


1978 (Apr Aug) 


UFO Reports: edited 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered File. 
At PRO for release in 
2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/2PtE 


PROReftobe 
Allocated 


1978 (Aug -Oct) 


UFO Reports: edited 


Defence Secretariat 

Registered File. 

At PRO for release in 

2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/2PtF 


DEFE 24/1208 


1978 (Jan -Mar) 


UFO Reports & 
Correspondence 


Defence Secretariat 

Registered Files 

At PRO for release in 

2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/3 PtD 


PROReftobe 
Allocated 


1978 (Jan -Mar) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/2/3 Pt D 


DEFE 24/1209 


1978 (April-May) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/3 Pt E 



DEFE 24/1210 


1978 (June- Aug) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2009. 

Rel.D/DS8/75/2/3 Pt F 


PRORefto be 
Allocated 


1978 {Sept -Oct) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2009, 

xvei.ly/Uoo/ Ij\lj.t 5 rl \j 


DEFE 24/12 11 


1978 (November) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
At PRO for release in 
2009. 

i\QI.L>iLJjo/ 131 Li J rt rl 


DEFE 24/1212 


1978 (Dec) 


UFO Reports 


Defence Secretariat 
Registered Files 
r\i rKXJ iur release in 
2009. 

Ref:D/DS8/75/2/3 PtJ 


D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt C 


1978 


UFO Reports & 


MOD Registered file 
nciu. d.i. i\eLUiub z in 

Hayes. 


D/S4(Air)/8/2/3PtF 


1978 (Last Enc 14/8) 


UFO Reports 
June-August 


MOD Registered file 
Sent to Records 

rMClUVCb dl ridycSj 

13.9.1978 


D/S4(Air)8/2/3 Pt G 


1978 (November) 


UFO Reports - 
November 


MOD Registered file 
Sent to Records 
/vrcnives ax riayes 
15.2.1979 


D/S4(Air)8/2/3PtH 


1978 (December) 


UFO Reports- 


MOD Registered file 

v>em wj tvcLUiua 
Archives at Hayes 
15.2.1979 


n/nssnv?/! Pt f 


1Q7Q 


Correspondence 


IVIWL-' JXCglMClCU 11 It 

Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


U/JJjo/ i J/Z/Z rl KJ 


1Q70 


\JJ7 U IvcpUlla. CU1LCU 


JVUJU Jvegl&LClCU. 111c 

Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 




1 070 

iy /y 


uru xvcports. cuiica 


nwju Kegisiereu me 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 




17/7 


TTFO Rpnnrts- f*Aite*A 
xjryj xvcjjuiis. ctuicti 


vfixJLf JXCgliLClCU. 111C 

Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 




17/7 


T 1 Iff] ^^pnnl*i'C , ^Hit^H 


ivegiaLcreu inc 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


n/ns8/7v?/4 pt a 


1979 


1JFO RennrN 


"VI \_I L J JAVglSLvlvU 111^ 

Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/4 Pt B 


1979 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 



D/DS8/75/2/4PtD 


1979 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/6 Pt A 


1979 


TV Discussion on 
UFOs 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/7 Pt A 


1979 


Satellite Debris 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/7.V2/2 Pt L 


1980 


UFO Reports; edited 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/4 Pt D 


1979 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/BS8/7^&-Pt A 


197Ji~ 


J£YDiscussiojion 
UFOs " v - 


MODJLegistered file^ 
HeTdat Records 2in 
Hayes 








MOD RegistraedSfe- 
Tfelrj-Sf Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt L 


1980 


UFO Reports: edited 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS 8/75/2/2 Pt M 


1980 


UFO Reports: edited 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt G 


1980 


UFO Reports & 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt H 


1980 


UFO Reports & 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt A 


1980 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt B 


1980 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/ 10/209 Pt A 


1981 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209PtB 


1981 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209 Pt C 


1982 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209 Pt D 


1982 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209 Pt E 


1983 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 



D/Sec(AS)12/2/l 


1982 ? 

(Papers cover 1980-96) 


UFOs Report of 
sighting, Rendlesham 
Forest, December 1981 


MOD Registered file 
Compilation of papers 
from various files 
Held in DAS. 
Released under Code 
of Practice. Included in 
FOI Publication 
Scheme. 


D/DS8/10/209/1 Pt A 


1983 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/DS8/ 10/209/1 PtB 


1984 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209 Pt F 


1984 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/1 0/209 Pt G 


1984 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/DS8/10/209/1 Pt C 


1985 


General Briefs & 
Reports, UFO 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/l PtA 


1985 


UFOs Policy 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PtA 


1985 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtB 


1985 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec( AS) 12/3 Pt A 


1985 ? 


UFOs- Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt B 


1986 


UFOs-Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtC 


1986 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtD 


1987 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3PtC 


1987 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt D 


1988 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtE 


1988 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PtF 


1988 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec{AS)12/3 PtE 


1989 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Haves 



D/Sec(AS)12/3 PtF 


1989 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PtG 


1989 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtG 


1989 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PtH 


1989 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtI 


1990 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtJ 


1990 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtK 


1991 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec{AS)12/3 PtI 


1991 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PtL 


1992 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt J 


1992 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3PtK 


1992 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/5 


1992 


UFOs- Close 
encounter reports, 
Alien entities, 
Abductions etc 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/6 

j 


1992 


UFOs - Alleged UFO 
incident- Crash of 
lightning F6 - 8 Sept 
1970 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2 PtM 


1993 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt L 


1993 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PtM 


1993 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PtN 


1993 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/7 


1993 


UFOs - Alleged UFO 
incident 3 1 March 
1993 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 



D/Sec(AS)12/2PtN 


1994 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 

Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 PtO 


? 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Haves 


D/Sec(AS)12/3PtP 


? 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec<AS)12/3 PtQ 


? 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt R 


7 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/3 Pt S 


1995 


UFO Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/2PtO 


1995 


UFO Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)/12/4 PtA 


? 


UFO-Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS)12/4PtB 


1995 


UFO-Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
Held at Records 2 in 
Hayes 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt A 


1995 (Sept-Nov) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ P0I 


D/Sec(AS)64/4 Pt A 


1995 (Sept) to 

1996 (Oct) 


UFOs -Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/l Pt A 


1995-97 


UFOs - Policy 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/2 Pt A 


1995 (Sept) to 

1996 (Jan) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 

4* Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt B 


1995 (Oct) to 
1998 (March) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Pt B 


1996 (Jan-June) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/3 Pt C 


1996 (Feb -April) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt D 


1996 (April-July) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Pt C 


1996 {June- Aug) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 PtE 


1996 (July -Aug) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 











D/Sec (AS) 64/3 Pt F 


iyy& (Aug - uct) 


UrUS - rliolic 

Correspondence 


MUiJ Kegistereu me 
Held in DAS(LA)0ps 

+ Pol 


D/sec(AS)64/2 Pt D 


ivvo ( Aug-uec) 


urus — Mgnting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


L>/aec(Ab) 04/4 rt ts 


IVVo (^epi-JNOV) 


UFOs — Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


JJ/aeC(AoJ 04/ j rt Vj 


1WO (1NOVJ IO 

1997 (Jan) 


urv7a — riiDiic 
Correspondence 


Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


n/Sorf as^ t^A/A pi r* 

L^/Se^AS,! 04/4 t I 


1997 (July) 


UrWa rdlllalllCiltalj 

Questions & Enquiries 


AAflil™^ D a. fit dp 1 FP'ft "fllfi 

lyixJLJ rtCglaLCiCU. lllc 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 

4- Pol 


U/oeC^ASJ 04/ j rT rl 


1 QQ7 f Tan FpIV* 
I77/ ^Jdll — 17 eo^ 


TTFOc Pnhlir 
ur\_/a — rULriic 

Correspondence 


LV1YJU JxtglalticU llic 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


J-// jCt^Ao J\>4/ i JT t 


1 QQ7 f Tun -T11I 


Reports 


IVfOl^) R^Q'i^tf^rfvl filp 

ly±\J±J J\.tgI3Ltl lilt 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 




1QQ7 fTsm-^nfH 

177/ ^JcUl'iJtJJl^J 




rVTOO R f^oictpfpH flip 
Held in DAS(LA)0ps 

4- Pol 


U/ocC(Aa,r 04/ J rl 1 


1 UQ7 fMntrth Tntip^ 
177/ ^iviaicii JUiicj 


Correspondence 


ftAflT* P P-tTt ct P> Yf* f\ flip 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 

4 Pol 


L>/aec(A&,i 04/ J rt J 


100*7 ^ limp AiifT"\ 


Ufua — ruuiio 

Correspondence 


lvi\_Jiy ncgl&lcicu lllc 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


U/acCtAojo4/Z rl r 


1 QQ7 r'Tnlv C\c\\ 


TTFOc Sialitino 

Reports 


AAfiT^ P pn"i ctpfpH flip 
LVlxJL/ JxCglblClCtl 111C 

Held inDAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 




1 QQ7 f Tnlv — C\rt\ 


T 1 Jh Jc ^_ ParlininfTitarv 
yji. \jo 1 ciiiJciiiitiiidi j 

Questions & Enquiries 


r\^flT~J T? r*tji c1"pt"pH flip 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


n/CfWAc^ «aii, pt k" 


17 7) \i± Ut L/LLJ 


TIFOs — Pnhlic 

Correspondence 


IVTOT^ Rptri^tPTPfl flip 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 

4 Pol 


U/ 3Cv^Ao^04V 1 n L 


1 QQ7 f^pnt\ tn 

177/ ^oCpi/ If 

1998 (April) 


tTFOe — Pnlifv 


IV^OD RpoictprpH flip 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
+ Pol 


JJ/ocC^AibJO^/i rl <J 


1 QQ7 rWmA tn 

1998 (July) 


T TFOc ^ i trhf in it 

Reports 


Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
4 Pol 


n /Con/' A d *^A/1 Pt T 
JJ/ScC^AoJ 04/ J rl Ij 


1 QQ7 jUfkf'l tn 

1998 (March) 


TTFOc Pnhlir 

Correspondence 


AflfiTi T?p*ti ctpTpH filp 
iviuiv rvcgisLCicu iiic 

Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


JJ/&cC^A5 ) 0474 rl C 




T 1 Kf~^c P*st*1 i'aiTiAnt'iinj 

urua — 1 tii iiciiiiciLLirLi y 

Questions & Enquiries 


Tv/Tf^T'l T?poi ctpTpH flip 

Held in DAS(LA)0ps 
4 Pol 




1 998 (March - Mavl 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 

4 Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/lPtD 


1998 (May) to 
2000 (October) 


UFOs -Policy 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
4 Pol 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt N 


1998 (May-Aug) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt O 


1998 (Aug -Dec) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt P 


1998 (Dec) to 

1999 (April) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/4 Pt F 


1998-2001 


UFOs - Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquires 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/2PlH 


1998 (July) to 

1999 (Feb) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/2 Pt I 


1999 (Feb-Dec) 


UFOs- Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt Q 


1999 (March-Sept) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt R 


1999 (Sept -Dec) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/4 Pt F 


1998-2001 


UFOs - Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquires 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/2 Pt H 


1998 (July) to 

1999 (Feb) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/2 Pt I 


1999 (Feb-Dec) 


UFOs- Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt Q 


1999 (March-Sept) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt R 


1999 (Sept -Dec) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/4 Pt F 


1998-2001 


UFOs - Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquires 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS{LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/2PtH 


1998 (July) to 

1999 (Feb) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS{LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/2 Pt I 


1999 (Feb-Dec) 


UFOs- Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt Q 


1999 (March-Sept) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt R 


1999 (Sept -Dec) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence 


MOD Registered file 
Held m DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt S 


1999 (November) to 

2000 (June) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/Sec(AS)64/2 Pt J 


2000 (Jan-June) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/Sec(AS) 64/3 Pt T 


2000 (June -Sept) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(Sec) 64/2 Ptk 


2000 (July - Dec) 


UFOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Sec(AS) merged with 
DAS. Change of name 
to DAS(Sec) 
Held in DAi>(LA)Ups 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(Sec)64/3PtU 


2000 (Sept) to 
inn i Tonii 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held m DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


Uf JJ A&^aeCJ o4/Z rl J_. 


ZUUU (LJcCJ lO 

2001 (March) 


urus — oignimg 
Reports 


muij Registered tile 
Held in DAS(LA Ops + 
Pol 


D/Sec(AS)64/l PtE 


2000 - 2002 


UFOs - Policy 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(LA Ops + Pol 
l)/64/3 Pt V 


2001 (Feb - May) 


UFOS -- Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Change of Branch 
name from DAS (Sec) 
to DAa(LA)OpS +Pol 
File held in 
DAS(LA)Ops + Pol 


DID AS(Sec)64/2 Pt M 


200 1 (March - Uct) 


UrOs - Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered tile 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Poi 


D/DAS(Sec) 64/4 Pt G 


2001 (March -Oct) 


UFOs -Parliamentary 
Questions & Enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
item in L/AStL.A,HJps 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(LAOps + Pol 

1 J/04/J rl W 


2001 (July -Nov) 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
ncici in IJ AS(L a )vjps 
+ Pol 


D/DAS/64/2PtN 


2001 (Oct) to 

2UU2 


UFOs _ Sighting 
Reports 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAs(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(LAOps + Pol 
l)/64/3 Pt X 


2001 (Nov -Dec) 


UFOs -Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAs(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 


D/DAS(LA)Ops+Pol/6 

A l a T>+ TT 
4/4 rl rl 


2001 (Dec) to 


UFOs - Parliamentary 
v^uestions oc enquiries 


MOD Registered file 
Heiu in jjA&(^ijAjups 
+ Pol 


D/DAS/64/3PtY 


2002 (June - Nov) 


UFOs -Public 
Correspondence & 

i\cqtiGsia loi 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 

+ Pnl 


D/DAS/64/3PtZ 


2002 (Dec) to 


UFOs - Public 
Correspondence & 
Requests for 
Information 


MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/D AS/64/2 Pt O 



2002 (Nov) to 



UFOs- Sighting 
Reports 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



PERSISTENT 
CORRESPONDENTS 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3/1 Pt A 



1996-1999 



D/DAS(Sec) 64/3/1 
PtB 



1999-2001 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3/2 Pt A 



1998-2000 



D/DAS{Sec) 64/3/3 
Pt A 



1997-2001 



D/DAS(Sec)64/3/4 
Pt A 



1997-1998 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3/5 Pt A 



1996-2001 



UFO Correspondence ■ 
Persistent 
Correspondent - 



Section 40 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



UFO Correspondence ■ 
Persistent 
Correspondent - 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS{LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



UFO Correspondence 
Persistent 
Correspondent - 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol MOD 



UFO Correspondence 

Persistent 

Correspondent 



Section 40 



UFO Correspondence 

Persistent 

Correspondent- 



Section 40 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



UFO Correspondence 
Persistent 
Correspondent- 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3/6 Pt A 



1998 



D/Sec(AS) 64/3/7 Pt A 



1994-1999 



UFO Correspondence - 

Persistent 

Correspondent- 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



UFO Correspondence 
Persistent 
Correspondent- 
Councillor W F 
Buchanan 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/Sec (AS)64/3/8 Pt A 



1997-1998 



D/Sec(AS)64/3/10 Pt A 



2000 



UFO Correspondence ■ 

Persistent 

Correspondent- 



Section 40 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



UFO Correspondence ■ 
Persistent 
Correspondent- 
Mr Eric Morris 



MOD Registered file 
Held inDAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/DAS(Sec)64/3/ll 
PtB 



2001- To date 



UFO Correspondence 

Persistent 

Correspondent- 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS{LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



D/D AS/64/3/12 



2001 - To date 



UFO Correspondence- 
Persistent 

Correspondent- 



Section 40 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+ Pol 



DAS/64/3/13 



2000 -To date 



UFO Correspondence- 
Persistent 
Correspondetit- 



^^rresDondei 
kkWMiI;ltl| 



MOD Registered file 
Held in DAS(LA)Ops 
+Pol 



Annei D to D/DAS/64/1 
Dated 16 April 2003 



UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO) FILES 

FILES ORIGINATED BY BRANCHES OTHER THAN PIS. DAP AND DAS. 
UNREGISTERED INFORMATION AND INFORMATION THE ORIGIN OF 
WHICH IS UNCLEAR 



Documents open for viewing at the Public Record Office (PRO) 



FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


AIR 14/2800 


1943 


Noll5 Squadron: news 
sheet "Bang On" No 1 


Bomber Command 

Register File 

Open at PRO (Released 

1972) 


AIR 20/7390 


1950-54 


Unidentified aircraft 
(flying objects):reports 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref 11/127/3/48 


AIR 16/1199 


1952 (September) 


Flying Saucers: 
Occurrence Reports: 
service personnel at 
Topcliffe station, 
Thirsk and local public 
sector 


Fighter Command 
Registered File 
Open at PRO 
Ref 11/H1/188/1/17 
Top/C16/Air 


AIR 20/9994 


1953-57 


Parliamentary 
questions on UFOs 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
RefIIH/273/10/4 


AIR 22/93 


1955 


Air Ministry Secret 
Summary. Vol 10. 
No. 3 - Article on 
Flying Saucers 


Periodical Returns, 
Summaries & Bulletins 
Open at PRO 
Ref: IIG/101 


AIR 20/9320 


1957 


Parliamentary 
questions on UFOs 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref MR 0086 14/1 9 3 


AIR 20/9321 


1957 


Parliamentary 
questions on UFOs 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref MR 008614/213 


AIR 20/9322 


1957 


Parliamentary 
questions on UFOs 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref MR 008614/220 



AIR 20/9322 


1957 


Parliamentary 
questions on UFOs 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered Papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref MR 0086 14/220 


CMS/2692/55 


1964 


SACEURS Rules for 
the Engagement of 
Unidentified Aircraft 


DAS holds old file 
docket. Whereabouts 
of file unknown 


AIR 20/1 1612 


1967-68 


Unidentified Flying 
Objects 


Air Ministry, MOD, 
Air Historical Branch 
Unregistered papers 
Open at PRO 
Ref MR 073414 


BJ5/311 


1968-70 


UFO Meteorological 
Aspects 


Meteorological Office, 
Administrative Records 
Open at PRO 
Ref; AF/M 396/68 


Files held in Directorates and Archives 


FILE REF 


DATE OF 
CONTENTS 


TITLE 


STATUS 


AIR 2/19173 


1970 (September) 


Aircraft Accident 
Report: Lightening F6 
XS894 5 Sqdrn 
Loss of Captain W 
Shaffher 


Awaiting Transfer to 
the PRO 



£ DAS-EXEC-FIN 




I would like to claim reimbursement of £24.50 for annual subscription to 
UFO Magazine as shown on the attached documents. 

As we do not want the publishers to be aware of the MOD's subscription 
link my name to my home address, a false name has been given. 

I certify that the magazine is being purchased for official purposes only. 



I certify that the above mentioned magazine subscription was taken out for 
official purposes and that I will have sight of each edition. 




Signed; 



Date: 



Name: 




DASAD(LA) 



YOUR SUBSCRIPTION IS NOW DUE 



As a much valued subscriber to UFO MAGAZINE we 
would like to extend our sincere thanks for your 
support and committed interest in the subject. 

That support enables us to continue to deliver news 
and information that matters to people like you. 

Now published eleven times a year, UFO Magazine has 
more in-depth articles than ever before, while our list 
of exclusive features and images are second-to-none. 

By renewing your annual subscription today, you can 
make a sizeable saving of £4.00 on the cover price, 
but by taking advantage of our two-year subscription, 
you can save a massive £1 2.00! 




Our latest April 2003 Issue 



r 



RENEWAL SUBSCRIPTION 

YES! I WISH TO RENEW MY SUBSCRIPTION! 

1 YEAR SUBSCRIPTION - £24.50 



'~1 



3 



2 YEAR SUBSCRIPTION - £45.00 



* PLEASE TICK EITHER BOX 



* NOTE: UFO MAGAZINE IS PUBLISHED 1 1 TIMES PER YEAR TO ACCOMMODATE A BUMPER JOINT NOVEMBER/DECEMBER ISSUE WHICH 
RUNS TO 1 16 PAGES! THIS WILL CONTAIN NUMEROUS SPECIAL OFFERS, INCLUDING A FREE VIDEO, AND WILL CARRY A NEWSSTAND 
COVER-PRICE OF £3.50. THERE HAS NEVER BEEN A BETTER TIME TO RENEW YOUR SUBSCRIPTION AND REMAIN INFORMED 1 



Please enter details below & return in the 
accompanying pre-paid envelope 



1 NAME (BLOCK CAPIlALS^==aH=^Hik^HH. 


ADDRESS 


Section 40 £ 




i i 




Section 40 H 


j POSTCODE - 





BY CREDIT CARD (VISA/ACCESS/MASTERCARD/SWITCH/SOLO) 
CARD NUMBER 



Cheques / POs payable to: Quest Publications International Ltd 



□□□□□□□□□□□□□□□a 

EXPIRY DATE 

□ | I I I I j ISSUE NUMBER I 1 EXTRA DIGITS I 1 | 1 I 1 r — | 
LJ LJ LI (^tch) LJ (switch) I ] I 1 1 j I | 



QUEST PUBLICATIONS INTERNATIONAL LTD., VALLEY FARM WAY, WAKEFIELD ROAD, STOURTON, LEEDS LS10 1SE, ENGLAND. 
TEL: 0113 270 2066 FAX: 01 1 3 270 9672 WEBSITE: UFOMAG. CO. UK E-MAIL: QPIL@UFOMAG.CO. UK 




TO If iii.r.,, /' .'/V^' '"^/\V\\ SENQEK MUST Fill in e * vrc. 



TO SE DETACH£0 4IUD KEPT 
6V THE SEN3EH 

FOUR 
POUNDS 

SEE OVER FOR 
CONDITIONS OF USE 




4202 726236 



■ inci- 

MS 



^<^\ SENOE, Mli5T FILL , N P A y E Es N A M £ , N |NK 

i'^^. PLEASE PA, 



WOT NEGOTIABLE 



id! 



FOUR POUNDS 

* T rr-OST office? 



tciVED SIGN4TU 




O 




O 
m 



&l POSTAGE ST 



"1 




AM^s ft ^ 

--=..-.. ■ :■, , . 



II: .5"**? 



DO MOT WHITE OB MAAK BEiLOW TH'S l:"kf '■ 



9%!', « 



4202 726236 



COUNTERFOIL 50 P ^^^^ Dlf l^in]^ IP® §1T^[L © IS © g K 

"■' . '. ■ se»..rjjR must 

/'■'■'^O; . " PLEASE PAY 

FIFTY PENCE KTX \ 



TO BE □ I" T ACHED AND KSPT 
H¥ TUB SENDER 



FIFTY PENCE 



SEE OVER FOB 
CONDITIONS OF USE 




NOT NEGOTIABLE 




DO HOT WHITE OR MARK BELOW THIS UNE 



0067 465299 



0067 465299 



i 



Section 40 



From: | 

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations and Policy 1 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, 
LONDON WC2N 5BP 



Telephone: (Direct dial)! 

(Swi tchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Faxl 



Section 40 



Section 40 



CHOts address: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
E-Mail: das-laopspoll @,defence.mod.uk 



FAX MESSAGE 



TO: EggU£j£i!J|- Control! Room, Force HQ, Northampton Police 
SUBJECT: Computer system update 
DATE: 21 February 2003 

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1 



Thank you for your memorandum concerning the information held on your computer 
for reporting 'UFO' sightings to the Ministry of Defence. The details are all correct 
but you may like to add my e-mail address as shown at the head of this message. 



Section 40 



*************** -COMM. JOURNAL- ******************* DOTE 21-FEB-2003 ***** TIME 15=20 *** P. 01 



MODE = TRANSMISSION START=21-FEB 15=19 END=21-FEB 15=20 

STN NO. COM ABBR NO. STATION NAME/TEL. NO. PAGES DURATION 

a llfSfSflBl ^^M 001 00: 00' 33" 

-DIRECTORATE AIR STAFF 
- ***** - I ********* 



001 



OK 



************************************ 



Section 40 



NORPOL FHG 



21 Feb 2003 10:29 



P. 01/02 




Memorandum 



From: 



Section 40 



Control Room 
Force Headquarters 
Wootton Hall 
Nor thampton 

Telf 
Faxl 



Section 40 



Date Z'/z/al 
Page 1 of x 



To: M 0^ 

Re; AUDIT OF CSCR INFORMATION SOURCES 

Wc are conducting an audit of information held on our computer syst^ Wc are 
Seeldns to ensure that the data we hold remains both accurate and current In some 
C^cTL audit is necessary to ensure compliance with the Data Protection Act 1984. 

Attached is a copy of information held by us in respect ^^xA^MfZl - 

Could I ask that this information be checked and returned to us within l^ays, 
Indicating whether or not the information is correct, or whether amendments are 
Required to be made. 

Should you have any queries regarding this please .ffgact E SliUflililSM Fo"* H Q- 



Control Room on 



Section 40 



or email: 



Section 40 



Section 40 



Systems Manager 



NORPOL FHG 
inJtedets4 . rep 



21 Feb 2003 10=29 



P. 02/02 



DATE:21-FEB-03 
PAGE:1 OF 1 



NORTHAMPTONSHIRE POLICE 
CONTROL ROOM SYSTEM 



Information Files Content 



Short Title 
Long Title 
Sub-Division 
Importance 
Is Info Private 
Date Last Updated 
Date Last Audited 



AIRCRAFT- 16 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (U.F.O'S) 

HQ 

5 

N 

18-SEP-01 
18-SEP-01 



Assoc 
Assoc 
Assoc 

ASSOC 

Assoc 
Assoc 

ASSOC 

Assoc 
Assoc 



iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 
iated 



Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 
Keywords 



AIR 

AIRCRAFT 

DEFENCE 

FLYING 

MINISTRY 

MOD 

OBJECT 
UFO 

UNIDENTIFIED 



Information Details: 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO) . >BLT< 



SIGHTINGS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS MAY BE REPORTED 
TO THE MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

DETAILS CAN BE FORWARDED TO:- 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

DIRECTORATE OF AIR STAFF (LOWER AIRSPACE) OPERATIONS + POLICY 1 

ROOM 6/73 

METROPOLE BUILDING 
NORTHUMBERLAND AVENUE 
LONDON WC2N SEP 



ALTERNATIVELY REPORTS MAY BE LEFT ON THE MOD ANSWERPHONE - 

TEL NO 020 7218 2140 
OR FAX 



Section 40 



+++ END +++ 



>BLT< 



D/DAS/9/36/8/1 + b/DAS/ b£r ( , ^ 

16 Jan 03 

Info-Access AD 

Copy to: Dl BCR CG4 

DAO AIRC2-SOI 



RELEASE OF INFORMATION FROM MOD FILES ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING 
OBJECTS fUFO) 

1 . The inclusion of UFO classes of information in the FOI Publication Scheme, has 
not only raised public awareness of the MOD'S involvement with UFO matters, but 
also informed people of their right to request government information. This has led 
to a number of new requests for documents not yet included in the Scheme and 
public speculation as to what may be released into the Scheme in the future. I 
would be grateful for your advice on the following areas of concern. 

Ministerial Correspondence 

2. Letters from MPs who write to the Department, either on behalf of a constituent, or 
on a matter of concern to themselves, have always been treated in confidence and 
not generally made publicly available. If we receive a request for a copy of an MP's 
letter should it be for us to decide on release or should we refer the enquirer to the 
MP's constituency office so they may decide on release? What if the MP has 
retired? 

Charging for information 

3. One of our regular correspondents, ^BI^C5l has made a number of requests for 
information for which he has paid a fee. If this material was immediately made 
available to others free via the Publication Scheme, he may question why he has 
had to pay for it. Therefore, would it be reasonable for us to delay adding material 
to the Publication Scheme for a short period (say three months) after an individual 
has been sent material for which they have paid? 

Voluminous Requests 

4. Under the Code, a request likely to take an unreasonable amount of time to 
complete, is refused under Exemption 9 (Voluminous & Vexatious). I understand 
that the FOIA has no Voluminous exemption, so how will requests for large 
amounts of materia) be handled under the FOfA? Will staff be expected to 
undertake work regardless of how many hours are required and if so, would it have 
to be completed within 20 working days or could this period be extended? 

Future handling of UFO files 



Section 40 



5 .■■■■■■I has made several consecutive requests for information under the Code, 
each one involving up to 20 hours of DAS staff time to complete. The documents 



released to him are gradually chipping away at the information in the closed files 
and if added to the Publication Scheme, many of our files will eventually be in the 
public domain. It therefore seems appropriate to look at the files we hold and see 
which ones may be added to the Publication Scheme in order to reduce the 
workload generated by access requests and fulfil our obligations under the 
Scheme. Do you agree? 

6. As far as we are aware, there are 265 files currently closed and held within the 
MOD, which have 'UFO' in their title or are known to contain material referring to 
UFOs. These include 220 DAS (and predecessor branch) files, 37 DIS files and 8 
DAO (and predecessor branch) files - DAS, DIS and DAO being the key branches 
which deal, or have dealt, with UFO matters. Most of this material is unclassified 
and if requested under the Code (or the FOIA), is likely to be released. 

7. We do not have sight of the DIS or DAO files, but the DAS files can broadly be split 
into five categories, namely; Reports, Correspondence, Press Cuttings, Policy and 
Parliamentary. We have not examined all the files as many are held in archives, 
but we see no reason why the Reports and Correspondence files could not be 
released providing the personal details of individuals are removed. This would be 
a time consuming task, as there are many of them, but should be possible over the 
remaining two years until FOI access. They could then be added to the Publication 
Scheme in batches of a few at a time, although this would, of course, have to be 
done in a logical order. 

8. The Press Cuttings files contain only cuttings about UFOs that have either been 
sent to us or we have spotted. They are not a complete collection of everything 
that has appeared in the press. These, therefore, may be of little public interest, 
but as this information is already in the public domain, there should be no reason 
not to release the files in due course. 

9. The Policy and Parliamentary files are more sensitive and would require careful 
consideration before release. We do not propose to make these generally 
available at this time. 

10. Were DAS to begin to release the Report and Correspondence files, would we be 
committed to releasing the other DAS UFO files? Moreover, would releasing these 
files before the 30 year point have any impact on our requirement to send files to 
the Public Record Office in accordance with the Public Record Act or seriously 
interfere with Information (Records) review process? Finally, would the release of 
these files mean that DIS and DAO would also have to consider releasing their 
UFO files? 

11.1 apologise for the length of this Minute, but 1 should appreciate your help with 
these matters that are now confronting us. 

[original signed] 
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DAS-LA-AD 



Section 40 



